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Mr. JONES of Washington (after having voted in the nega-
tive). I understand the Senator from Virginia [Mr. Swaw-
soN]| did not vote. I promised to pair with him for the after-
noon, but I understand on this amendment he would vote as
I have voted. Therefore I allow my vote to stand.

Mr. CARAWAY. [ transfer my pair with the junior Senator
from Illinoig [Mr. McKinitEY] to the senior Senator from Vir-
ginia [Mr. Swanson] and vote “ nay.”

The roll call resulted—yeas 27, nays 21, as follows:

YEAS—27,
Broussard Hale Newberry Smoot
Bursum Kendrick Nicholson Spencer
Cameron Iad&fm Norbeck Stanfield,
Colt MeCumber Oddie Bterling
Curtis McNary per ‘Warren
Ernst Moses Phipps ‘Willis
Gooding New Ransdell
NAYS—21,
Borah Heflin Pomerene Wadsworth
Capper Jones, N. Mex, Robinson Walsh, Mass,
Caraway Janes, Waszh. Sheppard Walsh, Mont.
Dial Lenroot Simmons
Glass Nelson Stanley
- Harris Overman Trammell
NOT VOTING—48.
Ashurst Fletcher La Follette Reed
E““ I-‘ralni;%h %cgo[r;mlck 'glﬂidd?d
Tan: e Fre uysen cRellar ortridge
C 'nlﬁavli-eg Gerry McKinley Bmith
Crow *  Harreld McLean Sutherland
Culberson Harrison Myers Swanson
Cummins Hiteheock Norris Townsend
Dillingham Johnson Owen Underwood
idu Pont Kellogg Page Watson, Ga.
Edge Keyes Pittman : Watson, Ind.
Elkins King Poindexter Weller
Fernald Ladd Rawson Williams

The PRESIDING OFFICER. On the amendment of the com-
mittee as amended, the yeas are 27 and the nays are 21, no
quornm having voted.

RECESS,

Mr. McCUMBER. In aceordance with the unanimous-consent
agreement heretofore entered into, I move that the Senate now
take a recess, the recess being until to-morrow morning at 11
o'elock,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I suggest that the Senator
from North Dakota give notice that we shall have a vote the
very first thing after convening.

Mr. McCUMBER. We shall have to vote immediately on
convening,

AMr. LODGE. We could not do anything else.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on the motion
of the Senator from North Dakota [Mr. McCuMBER].

The motion was agreed to; and (at 6 o'clock and 20 minutes
p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously made, took a
recess until to-morrow, Saturday, July 29, 1922, at 11 o'clock
a. m,

SENATE.
Saruvrpay, July 29, 1922.
(Legislative day of Thursday, April 20, 1922.)

The Senate met at 11 o'clock a. m., on the expiration ef the
TeCess,

THE TARIFF,

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumed the con-
sideration of the bill (H, R. 7456) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign eountries, to encourage the indus-
tries of the United States, and for other purposes,

The VIOE PRESIDENT. The Secretary will call the rell, to
ascertain the presence of a quorum.

The reading clerk ealled the roll, and the following Senators
answered to their names:

Ashurst Jones, N. Mex, New Stanfield
Borah Jones, Wash, Newberry Stanley
Brandegee Kellogg Nicholson terling
Bursum Kendrick Norbeck Swanson
Capper Keyes Oddie Trammell
Caraway Lenroot Overman Underwood
Cumming Locg.gnem Phipps Wadsworth
Curtis MeCumber Ransdell Walsh, Mass,
Iial MeKinley Robinson Walsh, Mont.
Ernst MeLean Sheppard Warren
Gooding McNary Simmons Willis
Harris Moses Smoot

Heflin Nelson Spencer

Mr. HARRIS., My colleague [Mr. Warsos of Georgia] is ab-
sent on account of illness. I ask that this anmouncement may
stamd for the day.

Mr. DIAL. I desire to announce that my colleague [Mr.
Surre] is detained on official business, I ask that this motice
may continue through the day.

The VICE PRESIDENT. Fifty Senators have answered
to their names. A quornm is present. The question is on the
commitiee amendment inserting paragraph 1109 as amended,
on which the yeas and nays have been ordered. The Secretary
will eall the roll.

The reading clerk proceeded to call the roll,

Mr. HARRIS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with the junior Senator from New York [Mr. CarpER]
to the senior Senator from Nebraska [Mr. HrrcEcockx] and
vote “nay.”

Mr. JONES of New Mexico (when his name was called). I
transfer my general pair with the senior Senator from Maine
[Mr. FerNALD] to the senior Senator from Nevada [Mr. Pirr-
MAN]. I ask that this announcement may stand for the day.
I vote “nay.”

Mr, JONES of Washington (when his name was called). On
this vote I am paired with the junior Senator from Arizona
[Mr, Cameron]. If he were present, he would vote * yea" If
at liberty to vote, I would vote “ nay.”

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). Transferring

my pair with the junior Senater from Utah [Mr. KiNa] to the
Jjunior Senator from North Dakota [Mr. Lavp], I vote “yea™

Mr. NEW (when his name was called). Transferring my
pair with the junior Senator from Tennessee [Mr. McKrrrar]
to the junior Senator from Vermont [Mr. Paree], I vote
“yea.” I will let this announcement of my pair and transfer
stand for the day,

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was ecalled)., 'Transfer-
ring my pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr.
SUTHERLAND] to the senior Senator from Missonri [Mr. Reen],
I vote “ nay.” ‘

Mr. STHRLING (when his name was called). Transferring
my pair with the Benator from South Carolina {Mr. Swmira]
Eo tIE? Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Prerer], I vote

Mr. WALSH of Montana (when his mame was called). I
transfer my pair with the Senator from New Jersey |[Mr.
FRELINGHUYSEN] to the Senator from Rhode Island [Mr,
Gexry] and vote “ nay.”

The roll eall was concluded.

Mr. DIAL. I am paired with the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. Townsexp]. I transfer thatpair to the Senator from Texas
[Mr. Cureessox] and vote “may.” If my colleagne [Mr,
SmrrH] were present and not paired, he would vote * nay ** on
this question,

Mr, WILLIS. T am paired with my colleague [Mr
PomereNE] and therefore withhold my vote. If at liberty to
vote, I would vote * yea.”

Mr. OURTIS. I desire to announce the following pairs:

The Senator from Maryland [Mr. WeLLER] with the Senator
from Illinois [Mr. McCorMIicK];

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Evge] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. Owen];

The Senator from West Virginia [Mr. Erxixs] with the
Senator from Mississippi [Mr. HArrisoN] ;'

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr] with the Senater
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ;

The Senator from California [Mr, JoanNsoN] with the Sena-
tor from Georgla [Mr. Warson]; .

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warson] with the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. WinLiams] ;

The Senator from Vermont [Mr, DimraNagaam] with the Sena-
tor from Virginia [Mr. Grass]; and

The Senator from Maine [Mr. Hare] with the Senator from
Tennessee [Mr. SHIELDS].

The result was announced—yeas 26, nays 24, as follows :

YHAB—26.
Brandegee Keyes New Bmoot
Broussard 1035‘. Newberry Epencer
Bursum MeCumber Nicholson Stanfield
Curtis McKinley Norbeck Sterling
m i(g][emn Dddie Warren
od ary Phipps
Kmdri.gk Moses Ransdell
NAYR—24.
Ashurst Harris Nelson Bwanson
Borah Heflin Overman Trammell -
Capper Jounes, N. Mex. Robinson Underwood
Carawny Kellogg s Wadsworth
Cummins Lenroot Simmons Walsh, Mass.
Myers Btanley Walsh, Mont.
NOT VOTING—48.
Ball Edge Hale La Follette
Calder Elkins Harreld McCormick
Cameroen Fernald Harrison MeKellar
Colt Fleicher Hitcheock Norris
m‘: ulgeph .:ohnso% lqwen
reon Frel uysen Jones, Wash, nge
Dillingham Gerry King Pepper
du Pont Glass Ladd Plttman

AUTHENTICATED
U.S. GOVERNMENT
INFORMATION

GPO,




1922, CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

10779

Poindexter Shields - Townsend ‘Williams
Pomerena Shortridge Watson, Ga. .  Willis
Rawson Smith Watson, Ind,

Reed SButherland Weller

So the amendment of the committee as amended was
agreed to.
PETITIONS.

Mr. ROBINSON presented resolutions of the Arkansas As-
socintion of Pharmacists, favoring iInclusion in the pending
tariff bill of a prohibition against importation of merchandise
bearing any trade-mark, label, print, or other mark registered
in the United States Patent Office and owned by any person
domiciled in the United States, unless imported by such owner,
provided the owner shall file with the Secretary of the Treas-
ury a certified copy of the registration of fhe mark. which
were referred to the Committee on Finance,

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES,

Mr. SPENCER, from the Committes on Claims, to which
wits referred the bill (8. 1715) for the relief of the heirs of
Almon R, Proctor, reported it without amendment and sub-
mitted a report (No. 830) thereon,

- Mr, WADSWORTH, from the Committee on Military Affairs,
to which was referred the bill (8. 2750) to provide for the
advancement on the retired list of the Regular Armny of Second
Lieut. Ambrose I. Moriarity, reported it with amendments and
submitted a report (No. 840) thereomn.

BRANCH OF FEDERAI, RESERVE BANK AT DETROIT, MICH,

Mr. McLEAN, From the Committee on Banking and Cur-
rency I report back favorably without amendment the joint
resolution (S. J. Res, 229) authorizing the Federal Reserve
Bank of Chicago to enter into contracts for the erection of a
building for its branch office in Detroit, Mich. I do not sup-
posé there will be any objection to the joint resolution, and
I ask for its present consideration. :

Mr. SMOOT. I should like to ask the Senator if the joint
resolution takes care of the other two branch offices?

Mr. McLEAN, No; there are two others. They are all ap-
proved by the Federal Reserve Board.

Mr. SMOOT. T know they are. - :

Mr. HEFLIN. Let the joint resolution go over. I should
like to look into it. .

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, SPESCER in the chair),
Objection is made, and the joint resolution will be placed on
the calendar.

RBI0 GRANDE RIVER BRIDGE.

Mr. SHEPPARD introduced a bill (S. 3837T4) granting the
consent of Congress for a temporary toll bridge and a permu-
nent bridge across the Rio Grande River, which was read twice
by its title and referred to the Committee on Commerce.

THE TARIFF.

The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, resumél the con-
sideration of the bill (H. R. 74566) to provide revenue, to regu-
late commerce with foreign countries, to encourage the industries
of the United States, and for other purposes.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I send to the desk and de-
sire to have printed an amendment which is designed as a
substitute for paragraph 1215 of the silk schedule.

I also desire now to ask unanimous consent that when the
Senate closes its session on this legislative day it recess until
Monday next at 11 o'clock a. m.

The VICE PRESIDENT. The amendment submitted by the
Senator from North Dakota will be printed, and, without ob-
jection, the unanimous consent for which he asks, that when
the Senate closes its session on this legislative day it take a recess
until Monday next at 11 o'clock a. m,, is granted.

Mr. SMOOT, Mr, President, on behalf of the Committee on
Finance 1 ask that paragraph 1110, beginning in line 11, on
page 147, down to and including line 11, be stricken from
the bill.

This paragraph provides for the 2 per cent ad valorem duty
additional where the cloth is cut in snit lengths or where the
cloth has been shrunk or dampened or sponged before being
shipped from the foreign country into the United States. The
House of Representatives no doubt inserted this provision in
the bill because of the fact that when cloth is sponged or
dampened, as it has to be before it can be made into a suit, it
shrinks and loses in length about 2 per cent.

It is, however, a small matter, and, so far as the cloth being
cut inte suit lengths is concerned—and a great many of the
importations reach the customhouse in that form—there is
always a 15 per cent increase in price on cloth so cut and
shrunk. So the 16 per cent addition in the price, while it
will not entirely take care of the shrinkage, will take care of

‘@ part of it, and the committee thinks, that being so, it is not
necessary hlt_tller to take the matter into consideraion at all.

AMr. ROBINSON, Will the Senator from Utah yield to me?

Mr. SMOOT. 1 yield.

Mr., ROBINSON. The effect of the Senator's proposal to
strike out the paragraph to whicl he refers, if agreed to, would
be to diminish the rate that would otherwise be imposed on that
class of goods?

Mr, SMOOT. Yes; that is the object of the amendment,

Mr, SIMMONS, Mr, President, I think the Senate is to be
congratulated upon the fact that there is something connected
with the manufacture of textiles which is not to be subjected
to a duty. Every possible waste in the process of manufacture
seems to have been provided for in the bill as presented; but
now we are, I am glad to say, advised that the committee has
finally, after mature deliberation, decided to strike out this
paragraph imposing a duty to compensate for every little item
of shrinkage in the process of manufacturing woolen goods,

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, after consulting with a
number of my colleagues on this side of the Chamber and some
on the other side, in view of certain editorials which have
‘been appearing in the leading metropolitan newspapers, prin-
cipally Republican newspapers, I shall ask leave at the con-
clusion of the few remarks I am about to make to introduce and
have immediately eonsidered a resolution.

In the New York Herald of the 26th of July appeared an
editorial of which T shall read omly a portion, omitfing the
names of those who are mentioned. If says:

The ahocklnﬁ thing about the tariff duties on wool now beiug
Jammed through the United States Senate is not mere‘l:i that they are
extruvagnntli. inordinately, incomparably excessive. Other tariff dutles
framed by the Finance Commiitee and adopted by the general mem-
bership of the Senate are, from the polnt of view of economic sense
and of consideration for the consuming public, so high as to be out-
riageous. The wool schedule, therefore, has plenty of bad company.
But that is not all there is to say against the wool tariff.

The worst indictment of the wool schedule and of the men respon-
sible for it, bad as is the wool tax itself, is that the wool duties were
made and are being driven through the Senate nnder whip and spur by
TUnited States Semators who are financially interested, d!reetlp amd
heavily, in the growing of sheep and the production of wool. The eir-
cumstances are fagrant,

I am omitting the names of those mentioned—

] L L] * ] - L

Their performance is the last word in personally interested, private-
pocket statesmanship.

1 am skipping again—

] - L] L] L] * -

Yet Members of the United States Senate, up to their necks in the

| business of growing sheep and producing wool, have not hesitated to
L1}

make the highest wool duties in the history of the country—have not
hesitated in a matter deeply touching theylr own private pockets, to
gut an extra wool tax on the American people estimated at not less than
200,000,000 a year,

A newspaper published here in the city of Washington yester-
day contained an editorial in which a Senator is named, saying
that he has been absent until the duty on wool was to be fixed ;
that he came then and was exceedingly interested in putting
through that schedule; and it guoted from his biography as it
appears in the Congressional Directory—and I shall omit his
name—which says:

Engaged in the live-stock Industry, being America's largest producer
of wool and mutron. ;

Other papers are carrying similar charges. It has been as-
serted that certain Senators were even interested in purchasing
the products that are to be affected by either this or the emer-
gency tariff and in forming pools and selling on a higher mar-
ket.

1, of course, make no comment as to whether the charges are
true or false. 1 shall leave each Senator, of course, as I will
be compelled to do, to determine for himself how far he may
consistently with his own honor and the public good vote for
a measure that directly enriches him,

But, Mr. President, I sat in the gallery liere a few years ago,
before I was a Member of either body and when I expected
never to be a Member of either, and saw a judge impeached
while standing at the corner of the Vice President's rostrum,
1t was charged that as a judge he influenced the sale of a coal
dump. I doubt if any Senator thought that he directly profited
by his conduet. It was thought, however, by the Senate—and
many of the Senators vofing in that case then are here now—
that he was so intimately related to the transaction that his
usefulness as a public servant, as a judge of a court, had been
destroyed, and that he should be impeached, and he was im-
peached. He was driven out of public office in disgrace, and
his famlly were disgraced, because it was suspected that he
had abused his oftice to try to influence the price of a coal
dump in which he might have some interest,
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I deny, Mr. President, that the honor of the bench is any
mere saered than the honor of the Senate of the United States.
This judge was the chief justice of a court which Congress
hatd created, and therefore he was a creature of this legislative
beudy ; he had been confirmed by a vote of the Senate; but he
was driven out of publie office because it was thought that he
had not been eircumspect in the use of his official position and
that possibly he tried to profit by some judicial act of his.

The constitution of my State, and I presume of every State,
and of the United States forbids a judge te sit in judgment upon
o cause in which he is interested. It not only forbids him to
git in & case in which he is interested but in which a kinsman
down to the third degree is interested, so jealous are we of the
honor and integrity of the courts and so considerate of the
rights of the individual.

The laws everywhere forbid a juror to be accepted to sit in
a cause in which he is financially interested or in which & near
relative of his might be so interested. Can we say that we are
more concerned for the honor and integrity of the courts than
we are for the legislative honor?

A jndge may be dishonest, and his decizsion may affect only
a few peaple, the litigants before him. It can not be said that
this body can be influenced by a personal consideration and
affect the welfare of but a few people, because we legislate
for all the people; and the honor and the dignity and the
respect and the confidence of this country must be reposed in
the integrity and honor of the Senate as one of the bodies of
the legislative branch of the Government or else the Govern-
ment ends,

If a decision had been handed down by the Supreme Court
of the United States, we will say, in Smith against Jones, and
it sheuld be charged in reputable papers that five members of
that court were Interested in the deeision, and that their
wealth was increased by it, that $200,000,000 worth of property
was affected by their decision, and that they profited by this
decision, unless they could show that that was not true this
body would impeach them. It would sit in judgment on them
when the charge has been made in the other body, and we
wonld drive them out of office. Here are reputable papers,
Republican papers, saying that this legislation was framed and
is being jammed through this body by men who are legislating
to put money in their own pockets. The Senators whose
names were mentioned in the editorial to which I have re-
ferred have not seen fit to demand an investigation. I am
unwilling that the incident shall be closed without our know-
ing whether it is true or not.

Yesterday one of the most respected Members of this body,
a man who possesses the confidence of every man who knows
him, Democrat and Republican alike, said this:

It is evident, it seems to me, that the Senator from North Daketa
[Mr. Mr.‘Ct‘un%in his zeal to put such an immense tariff on these
agricaltural p cts—higher than we have ever had before, higher
than there was any nemity for—has dene so simply to oil the protee-
tion machine for the weoolen schedule and some other schedules in the
bill. I do not want to do the Senator from North Dakota any injus-
tice. This is simply a netion of mine. I do not make the charge
against him, of eourse. 1 would met think of doing that. It is only
a netion and a suspieion of mine.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President—

The PRERIDING OFFICER (Mr. SpENcEr in the chair).
Does the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from New
Mexico?

Mr. CARAWAY. 1 yield. !

Mr. BURSUM. Under what authority would the Senator
suggest that the Senate should investigate this matter?

Mr, CARAWAY. I am proposing in a resolution to let the
Committee on the Judielary, either by the full committee or by
a special eommittee, for which there is precedent, investigate it.

Alr. BURSUM. Does not the Senator believe that the eharge
to which he is referring might with equal justice be made
against any Member of this body who might have voted on any
schedule whieh has been passed upon by the Senate? Might
not the owner of a farm, who may produce a few turnips, whe
may raise a few bushels of oats or a few bushels of wheat, also
be eharged with having a personal interest, and might not
anyone whoe represenfed some other interest be charged with
the same thing? Woeuld it not be impessible to have a body
representative of the people of this country and limit its mem-
bership to those whe had no interest of any kind or character
in legislation and who would not be affeeted by it?

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan-
sas yield to the Senator from Idaho?

My. CARAWAY. I will yield. T wanted to answer the ques-
tion of the Senator from New Mexieo, but ¥ will hear the Sena-
tor from Idaho first,

Mr. GOODING. While the Senator s drafting his
will he not be kind enough to incorporate in it a mmg
investigate as to why the junior Senator from Arkansas voted
for a high protective tariff on rice?

Mr. CARAWAY. T will say to the Senator from Idaho that
I am not Interested, directly or indirectly, and that no kins-
people of mine are interested, in a grain of rice.

Mr. GOODING. How is the Senate to know whether the
Senator is or not?

Mr. CARAWAY. I know it: and T will say to the Senator
that if anybody said I was I would say that he was an unquali-
fied liar. That is what I would say, because I do not legislate
for myself.

Mr. GOODING.
tor voted for it,
schedule,

Mr. CARAWAY,

Mr. GOODING. That is the most extraordinary exception.

AMr. CARAWAY. Investigate; investigate. The resolution is
going to require me to disclose it, as it will require the Senator
from Idaho to disclose his interest. I am willing to do it.
I would spurn the idea of trying to take money from some-
body else to put into my pocket by legislation, and T am will-
ing that every other Senator shall have a chance to show how
he stands on that matter.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President——

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, will the Senator yield again?

Mr. CARAWAY, I yield to the Senator from Utah now.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President, from what the Senator has
said, if a statement was made in the paper that was not true
he would not approve of any such statement, would he?

Mr. CARAWAY. No, sir.

Mr. SMOOT. Then I want to say to the Senator that the
article in the New York Herald of July 26, which the Senator
bas just read, charges me with being a Member of the Senate
who is interested in the tariff upen wool.

Mr. CARAWAY. I know it, sir; but I did not put it in the
RECORD,

Mr. SMOOT, -T want to say to the Senator, as I have said
before, that I have not owned a sheep or a lamb since I sold
all that I had immediately after Grover Cleveland was elected.

Mr. CARAWAY. I heard the Senator say that the other day.

Mr, SMOOT, T do not own a single head of sheep, and I do
not know of a relative of mine who owns a single head of sheep.

Mr. CARAWAY. I de not doubt that, and I thought, in view
of what I had heard the Senator say, that this article did Lim
a grave injustice; but we will give each Senator a chance,

Mr. ODDIE. Mr. President—— .

Mr. CARAWAY. If it is right to do these things, no Sen-
ator can complain of having it made public that he does them,
That is evident. If it is right, he will not complain. If it is
right, he has no objection to having it known. If it is wrong,
he has no right to ask that it be eoncealed.

Mr. ODDIE and Mr. BURSUM addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas yield to the Senator from Nevada?

Mr, CARAWAY. I started in with the Senator from New
Mexico, I will yield to the Senator from Nevada just as soon
as I am through with him.

Mr. BURSUM. Just by way of calling attention to the unre-
liability and the recklessness and the malice, for no other pur-
pose, apparently, excepi to eapitalize prejudice, of the state-
ment which the Senator from Arkansas referred to in a paper
called the Daily News, I believe, there is one statement with
reference to myself as to which I wish to say that I should bhe
very glad if it were true, namely, that T am one of the million-
aires of this body. I should be perfectly willing to give my
note for half the amount stated in that article and turn it
over to anyone who would agree to have it discounted at the
bank, and I will divide with the fellow who obtains that
discount. There is nothing further from the fact; and if the
rest of the article is no more accurate than that——

Mr. CARAWAY, That is the very reason, then, why there
ought to be an investigation. If Senators have been slandered,
they ought to have a chance to appear in a forum where they
can vindieate themselves.

Mr. BURSUM. I have mo objection to an imvestigation or
to the world knowing everything about this matter. I may
question the propriety of a representative body like the Senate
of the EUnited States taking netice of every little slur that may
be published by some half-brained fellow who may be in the
employ of some political party or of some particular interest
for the purpose of dissemimating prepaganda. If we are fo

We will investigate and see why the Sena-
and why he has condemmed every other

Investigate.
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gpend our time attending to those things, we will not do any-
thing else,

Mr. CARAWAY. If the Senator thinks it is merely a little
slur to have:it charged in the newspapers all over this country
that he was voting to put money in his pocket, which meant
that he was voting to take money out of somebody else’s pocket,
he does not look at what is a little glur as I do. I am going
to afford the Senator, if he does not object to the consideration
of the resolution, an opportunity to vindicate himself,

Mr. BURSUM. I have nothing to vindicate. I want to ask
the Senator this question: If there is a Member of this body
who happens to be interested in a patch of potatoes, and who
voted for a tarHf on potatoes, would the Senator charge him
with acting improperly?

Mr. CARAWAY. I might want to know what the size of the
potato patch was, and how mueh his direct interest was. I am
going to say in good faith to the Senator that I realize that it
may become difficult to draw the exact line,

Mr. BURSUM. So far as being interested in the industry
1s concerned, I have said on the floor of the Senate that I was
interested in it. There is no secret about that.

Mr. CARAWAY. All right; then the Senator will have no
objection to the resolution?

Mr, STANFIELD. Mr, President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Arkan-
s4s yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. CARAWAY. I promised to yleld first to the Senator
from Nevada.

Mr. ODDIE, Mr. President, I could not hear what the article
was that the Senator from Arkansas put into the ReEcorp. Was
it an editorial from the New York Herald?

Mr. CARAWAY, Yes, sir. I left out the names of every-
body who was mentioned, and read just the charging part.

Mr. ODDIE. That editorial mentioned my name, did it not,
as being interested in sheep?

Mr. CARAWAY. 1 have not the editorial before me. I do
not know, but I think it did.

Mr. ODDIE. I saw the editorial yesterday, and I wish to
state to the Senator that 1 do not own one sheep, and am not
interested in any manner whatever in sheep, except that T am
interested in the welfare of the West and the upbuilding of the
West and consequently the welfare of our whole country.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator has a right to be,

Mr. ODDIE. Just as the Senator says he is interested in
Arkansas rice, I am interested in sheep.

Mr. BURSUM and Mr, GOODING addressed the Chair,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas yield; and if so, to whom?

Mr. CARAWAY. I am going to let the Senator from New
Mexico get through with his questions first.

Mr. BURSUM. 1 simply desire to ask the Senator from
Nevada if he pleads guilty to being a millionaire.

Mr. CARAWAY. He Is not charged with that.

Mr. BURSUM. Yes; it is said that he is one of them.

Mr. CARAWAY. Is he charged with being a millionaire?

My, BURSUM. Yes; he is charged with being a millionaire.

Mr. CARAWAY. Well, possibly.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr, President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, CARAWAY. Yes; I yield.

Mr. STANFIELD. I simply want to ask the Senator from
Arkansas a question. ‘In his opinion is a member of a legisla-
tive body disgualified from voting on .a legislative measure
because it affects in some way an induostry in which he may
be interested?

Mr. CARAWAY. T should not say “in some way.” If he is
directly financially interested in ‘the result, I should 'like to
answer the Senator in the language of Jefferson’s Manual,
whicrh we have always thought to be a rule of the Senate, It
reads in this way—I am reading frem section 17, on page 249:

Where the private interests of a member are concerned in a bill or

uestion be is to withdraw. -And where such an interest has appeared
gis voice has been disallowed, even after a division. In a case so con-
trary, not only to the laws of decency but to the fundamental principle
of the social compact, which denies to any man to be a judge in his
own cause, it is for the honor of the House that this rule of imme-
morial observance should be strictly adhered to.

I amn going to say to 'the Senator that I do mot know where
the line'lies. If the:interest of a representative is merely that
of the American people, if he has no special interest, it is pre-
sumed that legislation will be helpful to us all, and where his
interest is general 1 think there is no question about his right
to participate in the legislation ; bot where he.is to be directly
financially benefited by his vote it seems to me that he ought
not to cast a vote,

Mr, STANFIELD., Does not the Senator think, rather, that
instead of applying the rule in that way, if the Senator is not

so big that he will not be inflaenced, and is not going to vote
aceording to a principle, he should withdraw from the industry
in which he is engaged, rather than not do his legislative duty
here? The Senator surely realizes that if we are to enact a
tariff bill—in which the Senator does not believe; it is well
known that the Senator from Arkansas is opposed to a protec-
tive tariff, except in a very few instances he is in favor of a
free-trade propesition——

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator would do well to state his
own position, and not mine,

Mr, STANFIELD. ‘There are a number here who are inter-
ested in this woolen schedule, Some may be the owners of
ranches. It is landable for a man to be the owner of ranch
property. Tt is laudable for a man to be a flockmaster, the
owner of a flock. If he is, should he then stand aside and
permit an injustice to be done to the great industry in which
he is interested?

I want to say to the Senator now that if any Senator here
believes in a protective tariff, he can defend this woolen sched-
ule fairly and truly, under the principle of a protective tariff,
which is that an industry is entitled to preteetion equal to the
difference in the costs of production in this country and the
foreign countries in competition in the home market. I want
to say to the Senator from Arkansas that, so far as the duty
on wool is concerned, this tariff does not represent the differ-
ence between the cost of preduction in this country and in for-
eign countries with which this country comes in competition.
Further, T hope the Senator is not impugning the c¢haracter or
the standing of any Senator here, in voting for this woolen sched-
ule, because he happens to be interested in wool. I am inter-
ested in wool, and I believe my interest in it only fits me to
vote intelligently here, more intelligently, perhaps, than many
others who have not given it a thought, but simply stand here
on this floor and oppose the principle of a protective tariff.

Mr. CARAWAY., Let me ask the Senator a question. Sup-
pose that a judge has a lawsuit in which he is interested. He
doubtless knows more about it than any juror who could be
selected. ‘Yet would we expect him to try the case?

Mr. STANFIELD. But this is a legislative body, not a judi-
cial body, and there is no one here who knows better than the
Senator from Arkansas that there is a difference. We know
that a legislative body should not funetion as a judicial body.
We pass judicial questions on to the jundiciary. 'We are not
standing here passing judgment; we are here enacting a law,
according to a principle, that is to save a great industry in our
country.

Mr. CARAWAY. The judge might say Tt was to save a right
he had, and therefore he wanted to sit in the trial, so that no
mistake would be made. He would know how to rendser a
judgment to profect his interests. I am not here charging any-
body with anything. T say that certain charges have been
made in the newspapers to the effect that Senators are influ-
enced by their financial interests. I do not know whether it
is true or not, and T am not going to pass judgment on it.

Mr. BURSUM., Mr. President, does the Senator from Arkan-
sas believe all he sees in the newspapers?

Mr. CARAWAY. I am going to be very largely compelled
to believe or disbelieve by the atfitude whieh the Congress
itself may take with reference to whether it wants the facts
known; and the country is of the same opinion. Let me say
this to the Senator from Oregon—I am not pointing the accus-
ing finger at anyone: Charges have been made. They have
been madé by members of his own party, by men who believe
in the same theory he professes to believe in, in protection.
They have said that the rates are unconscionable: that they
are indefensible; that they are outrageous; and that they are
the result of pocketbook legislation. Those are charges made
by people on your side. I do not know whether they are true
or false, Every Senator ean answer under his own conscience,
But T do want to say this, and the Senator must know it to
be true, that if the people out in the States are to believe these
eharges, that legislation is the result of corrupt bargaining,
that men who have private interests get together and fix a tax
on them that is going to cost the people hundreds of millions
of dollars, that that is the way their laws are made, they are
not going to respect law, and T do not blame them. If T be-
lieved that laws were bought and sold, I would owe no obedi-
ence fo the law made or the government in which that thing
eould happen. It would become the duty of every self-respect-
ing citizen to rise up not only in protest but if necessary in
rebellion against a government where the laws were bought and
sold. :

“This 'is a -charge made by a reputable Republican paper. It
has ‘been reiterated here . on the floor of .the Senate. Tt was
charged yesterday afterncen by a Member on your side whose
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honor, and whose acute sense of honor, nobody questions, that
it was an outrage, and, using his own language, to which I will
go back, he said:

But. Mr. President, this is all “love's labor lost.””
hands of the wool Philistines. They have us by the throat, and perhaps
it would be wiscr for us to take tge medicine in silence and turn our
heads toward Providence and hope to get relief from that source.

Is it wise to let the impression go abroad that legislation is
being framed by seifish interests, by men directly profiting by
the legislation?

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, the Senator knows that
the great American people are not accepting a report written
in some paper by some individual.

Mr. CARAWAY. I am not reading a paper; I am reading the
language of Senator KxvuTe NELSON, a man whose honor no man
ever impugned.

Mr. STANFIELD. I have the highest respect for the Senator
from Minnesota.

Mr. CARAWAY.
floor of the Senate.

Mr. STANFIELD. I do not believe the Senator from Min-
nesota intended, and I do not believe the Senator from Arkansas
thinks, that it was the intention of the Senator from Minnesota
to impugn the motives of any Member of the Senate, and I do
not believe that the great American people are going to accept
any such opinion as that. I can understand that the Senator
from Arkansas is attempting to write into the Recorp some-
thing to promote that feeling among the great American people,
but the great American people indicated by their ballots not
long ago that they believe in a8 protective tariff, and that they
believe in the cardinal principles of a protective tariff.

Mr, CARAWAY. When was it they did that?

Mr. STANFIELD. In the last election, when, by the large
majority of 7.000,000 votes, they put the Republican Party
into power, and that party was pledged to a protective-tariff
policy.

Mr. CARAWAY. I have heard so many alibis for what the
people mistakenly did in 1920 that I am at a loss to know which
of them to accept. The Senator from Illinois [Mr. McCorMICK ]
assures us always that it was a repudiation of Wilson's League
of Nations. Other Senators have ascribed it to the extravagance
of the last administration. Now the Senator says it is because
they want an embargo on wool.

Mr. STANFIELD. No; not on wool. I said they believed in
the prineiple of a protective tariff. Do not put words in my
mouth I did not use.

Mr. CARAWAY. Wool is what we happen to be discussing.

Mr. TRAMMELL. Mr. President, I would like to have the
" Senator inform me, if he knows, whether or not the rates in
the wool schedule were increased in the Senate over the rates
of the House, which, of course, is overwhelmingly Republican.

Mr. CARAWAY. They are.

Mr, TRAMMELIL. They were increased in the Senate over
the rates fixed by the House, although the House has a very
large Republican majority, entertaining the same ideas of pro-
tection, as far as the general public is concerned, as are enter-
tained in the Senate.

Mr. CARAWAY. They are closer to an election. If I may,
I want to read an extract from the CoNgrEssioNAL REcORD of
May 7, 1909, page 1837. This is the utterance of a Republican
Senator when a tariff bill was before the Senate:

+« =+ ¢« Mr President, I am myself placed in a sition where I
shall withhold my vote upon this amendment, and for this reason:
Some years nfo, when I was not in official life, I acquired an interest
in land in Wisconsin which was believed to be, and which has proven
to be, In part lead-bearing property.

lace upon it, and one portion of it
Fn small guantities, and zinc ore as well
as covering both those products.

If maintaining duties or increasing duties affects the price of those
products, 1 can not consistently and conscientiously vote upon this

uestion ag a Member of this body, and therefore upon this roll call,
or the reason stated, withhold my vote.

Mr, BURSUM. Mr, President, if that lead stock referred to
is worth as much as some lead stock I know of, it would not
bring the price of print paper. The Senator was not hazarding
very much.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator must set up his own stand-
ard. I am reading from the CoxerEssIONAL REcOorp a speech
made by a man who was a Member of the Senate then and who
is a Member of the Senate now, and merely in order not to
drag him into the REecorp, I shall withhold his name. Two
such occagions arose. On June 16, 1909, pages 3363 and 3364
of the CoNGRESSTIONAL REecorp of that date, he said:

« # & Mr, President, as I am confident that the amendment
offered by the committee will be adopted, I shall take the time of the
Benate fo submit a brief statement. * * * Mr, President, for
reasons which I stated when the paragraph on lead ore was under

We are in the

And he uttered that sentiment here on the

Some development has taken
at this time tgroducing lead ore
I make this statement now

consideration, T am compelled to withhold my vote on all guestions
or amendments offered as to paragraph 190.

I am interested in property which I belleve will be increased in
value if zine ore is made dutiable as provided In the amendment pro-
posed by the Finance Committee. For that reason 1 will ask to be
excused from voting,

I am going to leave every man to be his own judge, whether
he stands in a better light who declines to vote at all where
his vote might increase his own wealth than the Senators who
come together and frame a scheduie which will put into their
pockets money, a large amount of money, and for which they
have been pilloried in the public press as having made this
schedule because they were financially interested in it. I do
not say it is true, but I say that every man who feels very
acutely what public opinion might be, should want an oppor-
tunity to have all the facts known.

I know there is not a Senator on this floor who wounld not
vote to impeach a judge if he were guilty of having done that
thing. I know that under a law which Congress passed a
Senator from this Chamber was taken to a court and con-
victed and imprisoned for violating a provision of that law,
which declared that no Congressman should for hire, or as
an attorney, appear before one of the departments, for fear he
might unduly influence that department. You were so jealous
of other pecple’s honor that yon made it a crime for a man
who held a seat in either House of Congress to appear before
one of the bureaus or one of the departments of the Govern-
ment and try to influence that department, as an attorney, to
render a decision, even in a matter which might not have
involved five dollars worth of property.

I know of another Senator, I believe from the Senator’s own
State, who was indicted and carried west to his own State to
be tried for having used influence in a matter affecting
public land. He died before the trial, and what the result
would have been I do not know.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Ar-
kansas yield to the Senator from Idaho?

Mr. CARAWAY. 1 yield.

Mr. GOODING. I wanted to ask the Senator if he was the
holder of property in his State of any kind.

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, yes, sir. .

Mr. GOODING. The Senator owns property down there?

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes, sir; and I would be glad to disclose
what it is.

Mr, GOODING. Why did the Senator vote for a protective
duty on rice?

Mr. CARAWAY. I have explained to the Senator over and
over again

Mr, GOODING. Was that not for the purpose of increas-
ing the prosperity of the rice grower, enhaneing the value of
the Senator's own property?

Mr. CARAWAY. No.

Mr. GOODING. If the rice growers were prosperous——

Mr. CARAWAY. If I had had a dollar invested in rice I
should not have voted, and I do not think I ought to have
voted.

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, if every Senator followed that
out, there would not be a quorum to vote on the tariff question.

Mr. CARAWAY. If every Senator had a special interest,
and came to write a law to make himself rich, it would be
infinitely better if there never was a quorum in the Senate.

Mr. STANLEY. Mr. President, I would suggest to the Sen-
ator that there is a way to settle this question without any
investigation, a very proper way——

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, there is going to be an inves-
tigation ; let Senators make no mistake about that.

Mr. CARAWAY. I have the floor.

Mr. STANLEY. I am not opposing an investigation, but I
simply suggest, to save time, that we could easily enough
determine this question by simply proposing an amendment,
like that of the Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. Lexroor], pro-
viding for a sane reduction in the duty on raw wool, and I
can not conceive it possible that Senators with a dirvect interest
in a schedule in fhis bill have or will vote on it. If there are
such, let them abstain from just ome vote, and the question
will be settled to the satisfaction of the country.

Just take one vote and let the men with a * take out in this
pot " take no hand in the game, and the country and the press
will be content.

Mr. GOODING. 1If the Senator would not restrict that to
wool, if he would put that embargo on all agricultural products
and manufactured produets, and all others, of course——

Mr. STANLEY. Certainly,

Mr. GOODING. And rice.

Mr. STANLEY. Yes, sir; and rice,
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Mr. GOODING. Certainly.
Mr. STANLEY. Rice and hemp and horses and mules, every-
thing that is raised in Kentucky, from a quart of whisky to a

TOW.

Mr. GOODING., The Senator should add jackasses.

Mr. CARAWAY. That would exclude the Senator from
Idaho.

Mr. STANLEY. If ever we get to jackasses, I advise the
Senator from Idaho to walt on the Lord in prayer, for He is
the only one who can save him. But there is no use in talklng
about an animal after having heard it bray.

Mr. President, I ‘am perfectly willing to have the Senator
catechise me as to the property I hold and the cash I have
and the votes I have cast until he is black in the face. I have
no treasures except treasures in heaven, and nothing to fight
except the iniquities of the Republican Party and such scandal-
ous situations as this,

Mr, BURSUM. Mr. President, T suggest to the Sepator from
Kentucky that if his treasures are all in heaven his income tax
will not be a burden upon him.

Mr. STANLEY. Absolutely not. But I would not trade my
peace of mind for all the sheep the Senator owns.

Mr, BURSUM. The Senator would not have much if he had
them all.

Mr. CARAWAY. Anyway, we would find out just how many
sheep the Senator does own if he would let us pass the resolu-
tion. I want to say to the Senator from Idaho that the reso-
lution contemplates every article that appears in the tariff bill.
Whether it iz sheep, rice, cotton, sugar, or whatever the article
is, it covers the whole field. I believe that when it is done and
the American people see by whit interests certain schedules
were adopted the proponents of the bill themselves would move
a reconsideration of it, because there is a power in public
opinion—the Senator from Idauho and the Senator from New
Mexico and the Senator’ from Oregon seem to doubt it—but
there is such a power in public opinion that it compels people to
right wrongs, and I say it is wrong to legislate to put money in
the pocket of one individual when it is taken out of somebody
else’s pocket. Tariffs do not create wealth; they transfer it.
If $40,000,000—because that is about the duty the woolgrowers
will get—has been put in their pockets at a cost of $200,000,000,
according to most conservative estimates, that $200,000,000 has
to come out of somebody else's pocket. Tariff does not cre-
ate it. It does not coin it. It transfers it, and public opinion
will not stand for it.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr. CARAWAY. I yield.

Mr. STANFIELD. Is it not true that that applies to all
tariffs, in the estimation of the Senator? The Senator would
have all free trade, except as to a duty on rice. 3

Mr. CARAWAY, Let the Senator state his own position.

Mr. STANFIELD. The point I am seeking to bring out is
the fact that the Senator is entirely opposed to any protective
duty.

Mr. CARAWAY. Let me tell the Senator what I am opposed
to. I am not entirely opposed to a duty on a revenue basis,
though some of my votes I might not be able to defend on that
basis. I am perfectly willing for the Senator, after he knows
what my views are and what my motives are, to call the at-
tention of the world to them, but I am unalterably opposed and
would be opposed to what is being done here. I would rather
gurrender my seat in this body and go back to the people who
sent me here than by a vote of mine to take one dollar out of
their pockets and put it in my own. 1 would not do it. I did
not inherit wealth and I shall take none with me, I did in-
herit a good name, dnd, 80 help me Almighty God, I shall at-
tempt to keep it. I do not believe any man has a right to take
advantage of an official position to enrich himself at the ex-
pense of his Nation.

Mr. STANFIELD. Neither do I believe he should, I will
say to the Senator.

Mr. CARAWAY. Then we should pass the resolution and
find out.

Mr, STANFIELD. For that purpose, and neither am I go-
ing to object to the Senator's resolution ; but here is the question
I want to ask the Senator from Arkansas: If he did believe in
a protective tariff, would he not believe that an industry is
entitled to protection to the extent of the difference in the cost
of production in a foreign country that comes in competition
with the American production, and the cost of produetion in
our own country?

Mr. CARAWAY. Yes: I would believe that.

Mr. STANFIHRLD, If the Senator believed in it, would he
not apply that prineciple?

Mr, CARAWAY, Oh, yes.

Mr. STANFIELD. I will say to the Senator that the woolen
schedule does not afford that protection. It does not even af-
ford the difference in the cost of labor. I want to say, just to
show my position, that I do not believe, whether a Senator
happened to be interested in sheep or owns sheep, that that has
been the motive which is impelling him to vote for the woolen
gchedule., He has voted for the woolen schedule, because he
realizes the industry in America can not exist with a lesser
protection. I want to say to the Senator that the duty imposed
has left a large margin to be absorbed by the efficiency of the
American producer over the foreign producer.

I want to say, further, in explanation, because T do not be-
lieve the Senator has given it thought, that if he will give to
the American wool producer the same conditions, so far as
labor is concerned, that exist in the rest of the world, the
American can produce wool without a protective tariff, Let
him go out into the world and hire the same labor that they hire
in Patagonia and Australia and New Zealand, and he can pro-
duce wool here without protection. But I say that whenever
that is done the Senator is going to lower the American stand-
ard of living; he is going to take away from the great Amer-
ican laborer the right to live as he does live, and he will have
to live as people live in those foreign countries. So it is not the
producer selfishly contending for himself, but he is contending
to see.that protection is given to the American laborer to enable
him to live upon the American standard of living.

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, I might go into an argument of
whether he is doing that or whether he is protecting selfish
interests, which would lead nowhere. The Senator from Ore-
gon wholly misses the point. I presume he believes that wool
got no more than it was entitled to recelve. The guestion is,
Shall a man sit in judgment upon his own case? Shall he de-
termine whether he is being fairly treated and vote to treat
himgelf fairly according to hiz own ideas, although it costs
millions of dollars to other people who differ with him ‘in
opinion?

If the Senator could affect only himself by his vote and put
money in his pocket without taking it from somebody else, I
presume there would not be anybody complaining, but when
he takes money from the other 110,000,000 American people
or makes them freeze in winter in order to enrich the man who
has sheep, then the man who owns the sheep ought not to
decide the question in controversy.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr, Beexcer in the chair).
Does the Senator from Arkansas yield to the Senator from
Oregon?

Mr. CARAWAY. T yield.

Mr, STANFIELD. The point that I was attempting to bring
to the Senator’s mind a moment ago was that the one interested
in an industry is not concerned about himself nor his interest
in the industry; he is concerned about the industry for the
benefit of the whole American people.

Mr. CARAWAY. I ean not concede that, of course.

Mr, STANFIELD. I had hoped the Senator would be fair
and concede that.

Mr. CARAWAY. Let us say that a judge who was inter-
ested in a case before him would be absolutely honest. Lord
Bacon's defense for accepting bribes was that they never
changed his verdict; that he aceepted bribes, but was not
influenced thereby. But posterity has not accepted his excuse
for being a bribe taker. A judge who sat in judgment on his
own case might say, * So help me God; I rendered a verdict
according to the law and the evidence,” but the-Senate would
impeach him for having done it.

I say that we ought not to be more jealous of the honor of
other people than we are of our own. The Secretary of the
Treasury has to divest himself, before he can become the Sec-
retary of the Treasury, of all banking and commercial interests.
Many Cabinet officers have to do the same thing, because Con-
gress has said that they must-——not that we presume a man
would be interested and therefore be biased, but for public
decency we said, * You shall not be a Cabinet officer, you shall
not be Secretary of the Treasury and be interested in banks
which are controlled and affected by the Treasury.” We create
commigsions here and make their members swear that they are
not interested in matters which they are going to consider as
members of the commission. No Senator would vote to confirm
a man as interstate commerce commissioner who owned stock
in a railroad. He might be able truthfully to swear that his
ownership of the stock would not bias him at all, and yet we
would say it was abhorrent to public policy to let him sit in
judgment and raise or lower rates on property in which he
himself was financially interested.
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If it is wise and if it is right that we should guard other peo-
ple, if we shall say they shall not be suspected of being influ-
enced by ther selfish interests and therefore we make them
diselaim, before they enter upon their duties, that they have
any interests of that kind, shall we, then, who create those
conditions for other men, say that we rise above them, that we
will disregard public opinion, that we will disregard what we
think to be wise for other people and say we will vote money
into our own pockets, and nobody shall have the right to com-
plain? It is abhorrent, and we can not afford to do it.

Mr. President, I send to the desk and ask unanimous consent
to introduce a resolution, and I ask for its immediate consid-
eration.

Mr. WADSWORTH. T ask that the resolution be reported.

Mr. CARAWAY. I want it reported.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
resolution.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President—

Mr. CARAWAY. Just a moment, and then I shall yield the
fAoor. I want the resolution read, and then the Senator may
have the floor. :

Mr. BURSUM. I shall only occupy the floor a moment.

Mr. CARAWAY. I want the Senator to have a chance to
say whatever he pleases, but I want to have the resolution read

5

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will read the
resolution as requested.

The Assistant Secretary read as follows:

Whereas it has been charged both on the floor of the Senate and in
the public press that Senators whose names have been mentioned are
financially interested in the rates of duty proposed in certaln schedules
of the pendinﬁ tariff bill ; and

Whereas it is also charged that Senators are, or were, financially in-
teclt'esteddin the passage or extension of the so-called emergency fariff
act; an

Whereas these charges are hurtful to the honor of those Senators and
to that of the Benate itse!f: Therefore

Resolved, That the Committee on the Judiciary of the Senate or a
subcommitfee appointed by the committee be, and is hereby, authorized
and imstructed to investigate said charges and to re%ort its ﬂudlnfs
to thf ‘Senat,e within 10 days. BSald committee is hereby instructed to
ascertain :

IMirst, whether any Senator is or has been financially or professionally
interested 'n the production, manufactpre, or sale of any article or
a;{iclzs mentioned in either of said bills, and if so, to what
exten

Second, whether any Senator represents or is connected professionally
or otherwise, directly or indirectly, with any person, firm, association,
or orfanimt!on engaged in the manufacture, produetiun. or sale of any
of said articles, or has been so interested during the pendency of this
bill or the emergency tariff bill.

The committee is authorized to administer oaths, subpena witnesses,
send for persons or papers in the prosecution of said investigations,
and to employ stenographers and to pay for the services therefor not
to exceed $1.25 per printed page of sald testimony, all expenses of
said investigation to paid out of the contingent fund of the Senate.

Mr. WADSWORTH. Mr. President; I object.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the intro-
duction of the resolution?

Mr. WADSWORTH. I object to its introduction and to its
consideration,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Objection is made.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, this whole proceeding seems
to me to be ridiculous——

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, I would say, if I may——

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico
[Mr. Bursua] has the floor.

Mr. BURSUM. And is giving undue recognition to matters
which are of daily occurrence and which are indulged in by
the opposition press every day in the year. It seems to me that
it is tainted with an attempt to capitalize partisanship and to
inject politics.

Mr, CARAWAY. Will the Senator yield to me?

Mr. BURSUM. I yield.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from Iowa, the present Presi-
dent pro tempore of the Senate, in 1923 introduced a resolution
from which the resolution which I have introduced was copied.
That resolution was passed by the Senate when it was Demo-
cratic. The investigation was had. If to introduce this resolu-
tion now is partisan, was it not partisan when the Senator from
Iowa introduced such a resolution?

Mr,. BURSUM. Very likely it was. The Senator from
Arkansas is not the only gentleman who has the privilege, and
who enjoys it and takes advantage of it, of indulging in parti-
sanship and in capitalizing such things. He is very smart and
very adroit in such procedure.

Mr. CUMMINS. Will the Senator from Arkansas [Mr. CAgra-
wAY] repeat what he said? I did not quite eatch it.

Mr. CARAWAY. I said that the senior Senator from Iowa
introduced a resolution in 1913 of which the resolution which I
have introduced is a copy. The resolution then introduced by

the Senator from Iowa was passed by the Senate and an in-
vestigation was had.

Mr. CUMMINS. Oh, surely. Mr. President, the committee
appointed by the Chair, as I remember it, entered Into an in-
vestigation upon that subject, and the committee compelled
every Senator to inventory all his possessions, in order to ascer-
tain whether or not he had any property that was likely to be
affected by any kind of legislation.

Mr. BURSUM: And there was not a mother’s son of you dis-
franchised from that day to this; so I suppose that you were
all panpers and did not have anything.

Mr. CUMMINS. I was a member of the committee that con-
ducted the investigation.

Mr. CARAWAY. The Senator from JTowa introduced the
resolution.

Mr. OVERMAN. The Senator from Iowa introduced the
resolution asking for an investigation of the so-called lobby.
President Wilson had charged that there was a lobby here, and
the Senator from Iowa introduced a resolution to investigate
whether that charge was true or false. The senior Senator
from Missouri [Mr. Reep] then proposed an amendment to the
resolution which had been introduced by the Senator from
Iowa to inquire into the fact as to whether or not any Senator
was interested in the tariff bill then pending.

Mr, CARAWAY. The original resolution was amended, and
of that amended resolution the one I have introduced is a
copy.

Mr. CUMMINS. At any rate, we conducted an investiga-
ltton I think requiring months—I do not remember just how
ong

Mr. OVERMAN, I think it was about three months.

Mr. CUMMINS. And when it is understood that we were
inquiring into all the property that every Senator owned, it
may be appreciated that it would take quite a while,

Mr. CARAWAY. It would not take long if they have not
got more than I have.

Mr. ROBINSON. Mr. President—

Mr. BURSUM. I yield to the Senator from Arkansas.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, I inquire who has the floor.
I should like to have just a moment in order to make an
observation.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico
has the floor, and he has yielded to the senior Senator from
Arkansas,

Mr. ROBINSON. T desire to point out to the Senator from
Towa that the Senator from New Mexico has just stated that
both the resolution of the Senator from Arkansas and the reso-
lution of the Senator from Iowa were presented for partisan
purposes. The Senator from New Mexico made that declara-
tion, but I do not think the Senator from Iowa heard it.

Mr., WARREN. Mr. President, I wish to say that I was
here when the investigation referred to was conducted——

Mr. CUMMINS. Mr. President, the resolution which I pre-
sented was not for partisan purposes. Whatever may have
been the character or tinge of any other resolution that has
ever been offered in the Senate, the resolution I offered was
not for partisan purposes.

Mr. ROBINSON. I thought the Senator from Iowa ought
to be advised as to what the Senator from New Mexico had
stated.

Mr, CARAWAY. DMr. President, I hope the Senator from
New Mexico will accept that explanation.

Mr., WARREN. M. President:

Mr. BURSUM, I yield to the Senator from Wyoming.

Mr. WARREN. Mr. President, as I was about to say a
moment ago, I was present and testified-before the committee
created by the resolution of the Senator from Iowa; but what
did the investigation amount to? It amounted, as all similar
investigat'ons do, to a heavy draft on the Treasury of the
United States; and that is all the resolution now proposed will
amount to if it should be adopted. It will simply fill up pages
of the record of the committee, and result in a little notoriety,
perhaps, for some * holier than thou™ man, and probably en-
able it to be proved to the Senate that the only men who are
elig ble to the Senate are the hoboes who ride on the brake
beams of freight trains and who, when the train runs through
some village, go to some near-by farm to get a free meal.

How many Senators are there here who are not interested in
some property somewhere? Shall they be debarred from vot-
ing upon this measure? If the farmers of this country are
interested in this legislation, are they to be debarred from
representation here?

I have no objection whatever to the resolution which has
been offered, or any other similar resolution. except I am tired
of having to accept demands from the disbursmg officer for
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hundreds of thousands of dollars for these damn-fool, non-
sensical investigations called for from time to time.

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator from New
Mexico yield to me for a moment?

Mr. BURSUM, 1 yield,

Mr. CARAWAY. Of course, the Senator no doubt thinks it
is a damn-fool resolution. It is much more to his way of
thinking that you may conceal your interest and profit by it.
I should not have said an unkind thing if he had not seen fit
to start it, He says that if certain sentiments were to prevail
nobody but hoboes would sit in the Senate, I sometimes doubt
if the country would be much worse off if the membership of
the Senate were composed of hoboes than when it is composed
of millionaires. People have a right to sit in the Senate
whether they are rich or poor, although rich people do not
soletimes think so, and it thoroughly angers the Senator from
Wyoming that anybody who is not among the rich questions
what the rich do.

That may be good politics; I do not know and I do not care;
it may be altogether according to the standards that the Sena-
tor from Wyoming sets up for human conduct; I do not care as
to that, and neither do I care whether or not the Senator thinks
the resolution I have introduced is a damn-fool resolution. I
shall entertain the same opinion about it that I had before,
although 1 shall not entertain quite the same opinion about the
Senator from Wyoming that 1 had before lLie used the expres-
sion. I do not care who profits by it; I know that it is morally
indefensible for a man to get the confidence of his people and
to be elected to office and then use that .office to enrich him-
self, and I do not care whether he is from Wyoming or any
other State.

Mr. STANFIELD. Mr. President, will the Senator from
Arkansas yield to me for a moment?

Mr, CARAWAY. The Senator from New Mexico has the
floor.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico
has the fioor. Does he yield to the Senator from Oregon?

Mr. BURSUM. T yield.

Mr, STANFIELD. Mr. President, I should like to say to the
Senator from Arkansas that I dare say, so far as the subject
that has been discussed is concerned, probably, if the Senator
from Wyoming and other Senators who are here went before
their constituencies and made it an issue in their reelection,
that their constituencies wounld stand by them and show their
confidence in them.

Mr. CARAWAY. Suppose the constituency of the Senator
from Wyoming did say, “ You can go back there and enrich
yourself at the expense of everybody else,” does that make it

right?
Mr. STANFIELD. That, however, is not the point I am
making.

Mr. CARAWAY. That is the question we were discussing—
whether it is right to enrich yourself through the medium of
legislation,

Mr, STANFIELD. That is not the gquestion.

Mr, CARAWAY. That is the point I was discussing with the
Senator from Wyoming,

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, it does not seem to me that
we are getting very far in this discussion.

Mr. CARAWAY. Oh, no; the resolution has been objected
to.

Mr. BURSUM. AsIT said a few moments ago, the whole pro-
ceeding seems to me an undue capitalization of a matter which
is unimportant, for the reason that it is of daily occurrence and
is indulged in by the opposition press every day in the year.
Without reflecting on anyone, it reminds me——

Mr. CARAWAY. Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

Mr, BURSUM. I will yield in just a moment.

Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President, I rise to a point of order.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico
has the floor., Does he yield; and, if so, to whom?

Mr, McCUMBER. I do not ask the Senator to yield, I rise
to a point of order. I ask the Chair to enforce the rule that
no Senator shall speak oftener than twice on the same subject
in one day

The PRESIDI\TG OFFICER. The point of order is well
taken.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President, I have the floor. This pro-
ceeding reminds me very much of a Chinese poem which, when
translated, reads as follows:

In speech he is a wonder,
How small are his games;

How loud is his thunder,
How little it rains!

XLII—680

Mr. CARAWAY. May I just say that so long as an objec-
tion ean save its raining it will not rain.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico and Mr. GOODING addressed the
Chair.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Senator from New Mexico,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, I would not
rise solely for the purpose of referring to the matter which
has been under discussion, but it leads me to some thoughts re-
garding the general subject. I was interested some years ago
in the production of wool; but in 1904 I disposed of all the in-
terest which I .had, and have not had any interest in wool
production since. I may state further that when I disposed
of my interest I just about got a return of the capital invested
in the enterprise. I did acquire, however, some personal knowl-
edge of the industry. During those years I became acquainted
with the adverse condition under which wool is produced in this
country; I realized the effect of drought, the effect of severe
winters, and of the extremely unstable markets. I can state
that even with the protection accorded by the pending bill the
business of the woolgrower will still be speculative; there is
no assurance that even with such duties upon imports the wool-
producing industry of the country is going to be prosperous,
althougl, in my judgment, the duties will add to the chances of
his prosperity. -

I was very glad to support the emergency tariff law. I had
something to do with the framing of that law. I was also very
glad, when the time came to continue the emergency tariff law

in operation, to suggest that it be continued not for an unlimited

time but until otherwise supplanted or modified by law, and
with that modification that law is permanent to-day. I had this
thought especially in mind when that proposal was made that
it would put the woolgrowers of this country in position to in-
veigh against exorbitant taxation and tariffs upon manufac
tured products.

The emergency tariff law reasonably took care, so far as
legislation can do it, of the agricultural interests of this coun-
try. It is true there was not a tariff upon hides. The Senate
put such a tariff duty in the bill upon my motion; but in con-
ference the distinguished Senator from Massachusetts [Mr.
LoboGe] succeeded in having the tariff upon hides removed.
After the war agricultural conditions in this country were
alarmingly depressed, and those conditions largely prevail to-
day. While the prices of manufactured products have gone
down somewhat, they have not gone down to anything like the
same extent as the prices of agricultural products. The prices
of manufactured products to-day, as compared with the pre-
war prices, are 72 per cent above the prices of 1913 and 1914,
while the prices of agricultural products, and particularly the
meat products of the country, are to-day only a little—about
10 or 12 per cent—above the prices of 1913 and 1914.

It is true that the price of wool has rallied; the price of
wool has inereased beyond the 1913 price, and, in my judg-
ment, it should be largely attributed to the emergency tariff
law; but still the prices of wool are not above the pre-war
price to the same extent as the prices of hundreds and thou-
sands of manufactured commodities,

There are some farm products which can not be benefited
by a tariff. In my judgment, a tariff has little influence upon
any farm product with the exception of wool; but after the
war the farming industries of this country were laboring under
such depression that I felt that I was willing to prescribe any
remedy which the farmer might think would benefit him.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President——

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I yield to my colleague.

Mr. BURSUM. The newspaper referred to by the Senator
from Arkansas [Mr. CArAwAY], the News, refers to my col-
league as being one of the millionaires created out of the rais-
ing of sheep and wool,

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. I have stated, Mr. President,
that if I made anything out of wool it was a very small amount,
and that was more than 18 years ago.

After the war a campaign was started over this country in
favor of a high protective tariff. There existed almost uni-
versally throughout this country what I believe to be a mere
superstition that the tariff will benefit any product on which
it is placed. It is not so; it can not be so; but if by the
passage of an emergency tariff law we could improve even the
psychological situation of the country, I was in favor of it.
I wanted to relieve the minds of the farmers and producers of
this country. If there is any benefit to be derived from a pro-
tective tariff or any tariff, why should not the farmers of the
country get it?

If we look over the history of this country of ours, we see
wealth concentrated in a few centers and sections of the coun-




10786

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JULY 29,

try. It has been brought about largely through the favoritism
of protective tariffs.

I think the tariff bill has advanced the price of wool. As
to the revenue, why should we not be willing to raise revenue
by a tax upon imported wool at least as high as upon many
other commodities? There are manufactured products in this
bill, hundreds and thousands of them, where the revenue de-
rived from the tariff amounts only to a nominal sum. We im-
port at least one-half the wool consumed in this country, and
the Treasury of the United States is largely benefited by a
tariff upon wool. Such can not be said of hundreds and thou-
sands of manufactured articles, The tariff is put there for
the express purpose of creating a monopoly in this country, to
prevent any imports; and time and again in the discussion of
this bill, when Senators have been called upon to tell why we
ought to have a tariff on some manufactured article, they
have referred to the fact that some infinitesimal amount of
the commodity was being imported. When this thing is going
on, when this orgy of tariff raising is rampant, why should not
the farmers of this country get some benefit from it, if there
is any benefit to be had? The same thing may be said of the
mining interests of the country.

I think the time has come when we ought to take into con-
- sideration the welfare of the whole country. I think my good
friend from Idaho [Mr. GoobiNag] has gone too far. By giving
up the emergency tariff law and voting for these high pro-
tective duties opon manufactured products he has been voting
s0 as to injure the farming interests of this country. Why
not keep the present emergency law, rather than pass this
infamous bill, which is increasing by enormous amounts the
duty upon manufactured produects where no further protection
is needed, where it will have the effect of increasing the prices
of these commodities to the consumer, where it will have the
effect of making the farmers of this country surrender to the
manufacturers of the country what little benefit they received
through the emergency tariff law?

There is no better index to what this bill proposes than what
was stated by the Senator from Connecticut [Mr. McLeax] in
the discussion of the bill. When I was discussing putting
sheep shears upon the free list he said that the woolgrowers
had a tariff upon wool, and he thought they ought to give some
of their gains to the manufacturer of shears whether the
industry nmeeded it or not. He did not, of course, use the latter
part of*my expression, but that is what his expression meant,
and that runs all through this bill—that while a few agricul-
tural producers may get some benefit from the emergency tariff
there is a combinéd and conecerted effort here to take that
benefit away from them and give it to the manufacturing
interests of this country, simply because they have put a tariff
upon some of these agricultural preducts.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, will the Sena-
tor yield?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico.- I yield to the Senator,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. As I understand the Sena-
tor's argument, it is that those who are really interested in the
welfare of the farmers should vote to substitute the emergency
law for this bill. +

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, the emergency
law will remain the law of the land if this bill is not passed.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. They should vote against
this bill and therefore permit the emergency law to remain
in force?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If they consider the interests
of the agricultural producers of the country, in my judgment
they should.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I thought the emergency law
provided that it should no longer be operative after the passage
of this bill.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. That is quite true.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So that if this bill is not
passed, the Senator claims that it will continue in operation?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. If this bill is not passed, the
emergency tariff law will continue in effect.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. And of course the tariff on
wool would then be about 60 cents a pound.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. There would then be a tariff
of 15 cents a pound upon wool in the grease and of 45 cents a
pound upon scoured wool.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And, of course, having in
mind the “ joker™ clause, the rate would be very much higher
on the clean content.

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. No; there is no “ joker " elanse
in the emergency tariff bill that I know of. The old skirting
clause of the Payne-Aldrieh law was removed specifically by
the terms of the emergency tariff law,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Does the Senator claim that
under the emergency law the duty on wool is higher or lower
than under this bill?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. As to perhaps 80 or 90 per cent
of the 'wool grown in this country, the duty under this bill is
less than it is under the emergency tariff law.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. So the real friends of the
woolgrowing industry would serve them best by voting to retain
the emergency law?

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. Mr. President, it is hard to
make an unqualified answer, because the different classes of
wool receive different rates of duty under the respective laws,
and it is really difficult to answer that; but so far as the fine
wools of the country are concerned there is more protection
under the emergency law than under this law.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator will please
pardon me for interrupting him. I simply wanted to bring out
the fact that he thinks the emergency law is a better tariff law
for the farmers than the pending bill

Mr. JONES of New Mexico. It is for all those who raise fine
wool, in my judgment, and that is quite evident from the re-
mark which has been made here by different Senators. The
SBenator from Utah [Mr. 8moor], the Senator from Massachu-
setts [Mr, Longe], and others have referred to the fact that
there are 107,000,000 pounds of wool in bond in the warehouses
of Boston to-day awaiting the passage of this bill so as to come
in at the lower rate of duty under this bill than that of the
emergeney tariff law.

Mr. President, so far as the farmers of this conntry are con-
cerned, this bill simply means an increase in the cost of what
the farmer has to buy. Take the present tariff upon meats,
the emergency tariff upon meats. It has operated to the in-
terest of the meat producers of this country in a way, but only
in a very limited extent. There is no meat now coming into
the United States which would make necessary an increase in
the duty on meats. This bill proposes to do it, and I have
voted for it, because if we are going to raise these tar
higher and higher upon the manufactured products of the
country, why not do so in the case of the agricultural products?

So far as wheat is concerned, the tariff has very little in-
fluence upon it. The hard spring wheat of the Northwest may
be to some extent advantaged by the tariff upon wheat; but
this bill reduces the duty upon that wheat, so how can any
wheat grower of the country claim any advantage under this
bill? As to the wheat grower, this bill simply means increased
costs of everything he has to buy, and why should the wheat
grower favor this bill rather than the present law?

The same thing may be said of the bean growers. The duty
under this law is precisely the same as in the emergency tariff
law, so as to the bean grower the only effect is to increase the
price of the things which he has to buy.

The tariff can not affect the price of corn in this country to
any substantial extent, but if it does the tariff upon corn in the
pending bill is no greater than that in the present law. So why
should the corn producer favor this bill? Its only effect as to
him would be to increase the price of everything he must buy.

So with the other commodities. There have been a few
changes here and there, but in my honest judgment there is no
reason on earth why anyone who has the real agricultural in-
terests of this country at heart should vote for this bill in pref-
erence to the existing law, inclmding the emergency tariff law.

I hope the Senators on the other side who say they are speak-
ing in the interest of agriculture will bear these things in mind.
I come from an agricultural section of the country. I voted for
the emergency tariff law; I helped frame it, and I helped con-
tinue it until it should be supplanted by some other law: but in
my lumble judgment, by repealing that law, as this bill does, by
substituting these enormouns duties upon manufactured prod-
ucts, as this bill does, for the rates in that bill, anyone who
votes for the pending bill will be voting against the interest of
the agricultural producers of the country.

Mr. SMOOT. *“Consistency, thou art a jewel” I want
simply to ecall attention to the fact that there are 17 Demo-
eratic Senators who have voted for these so-called “indefen-
sible” rates wherever the products om whieh those rates were
placed were produced in the States which they represent.
I am not that kind of a protectionist. I believe in the policy
of protection. I bhelieve that this country can not live with-
out it. I believe in it so strongly, Mr. President, that it makes
no difference to me where an industry is loecated, or whether
it be agriculture, whether it be the manufaeture of any article
whatever ; whether it be located in the North, in the South, in
the East, or in the West. As far as I am concerned, I be-
lieve those industries ought to be protected, so that if there are
other places in the world which can produce the goods at costs
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low enough to result in the destruction of those industries in
the United States, I want them fo be protected to that limit,
and no more,

1 do not believe in embargoes. T voted against the embargo
presented in this bill on dyestuffs. I was oppesed fo it, and
will be to the end. I do not believe in a rate of duty which
would act indirectly as an embargo, bui I ean not understand
a Senator who will vote for a duty upon a product of the
farm, or a product which may be produced in his State, the
product reguiring further manufacturing processes in the
different stages before it can be disposed of, refusing to give
a compensatory duty for the duty imposed upon the raw ma-
terial, so called. There is no consistency in that at all, and I
can not justify any such vote.

I did not expect to say even this much, but I looked over
the list of those Senators voting as stated and saw the articles
on which rates have been imposed and voted for by Members
on the other side, which Democratic Members have vociferously
denounced as indefensible rates of duty, and then, in the very
next paragraph. on an article not produced in their State,
in which their people are not inierested, they vote against even

a compensatory duty for the duty they have placed upon the

raw product. I say that such action is inconsistent.

Mr. GOODING.
to congratulate Senaters on the other side of the Chamber who
have courage enough to vote for the industries of their States,
and I care not whether it be rice, peannts, wool, long-staple
cotton, graphite, or anything else. It shows to me that, after
all, when it comes to the interest of their own people they
know and understand that protection is a blessing to their
States. I understand, of course, that under the party lash,
working under a Demoeratic platforin which declared that pro-
tection is unconstitutional, as it has done for a hundred years,
all of them can not see their way clear to go the full length of
the matter. DBut I say in all sincerity, and I say it to the
Junior Senator from Alabama [Mr. Herrix], whe saw a little
village spring up in his State where there was a graphite mine,
who saw a scheolhouse there, with happy children, who saw a
people prosperous, an industry which had been developed by
the war, because that gave it proteetion on account of lack of
transportation te bring graphite from the mines of foreign
countries. As soon as the war was over, and ocean transpor-
tation becanie nermal, he saw_that little mining camp go down,
the schoolhouse was closed, every howe was deserted, and if
there was any wild game in that neighborhood it stalked
through that deserted village.

I have seen just such things as that happem in the mining
camps of the West when there has heen a lack of proper pro-
tection. It never entered my mind that the Senator from Ala-
bama had an interest in that graphite mine. I believed his
lLeart was touched with sympathy, and [ knew it was, for peogle
who had once been happily engaged in that industry and were
thrown out of an occupation, and are no doubt struggling now
to keep the wolf from the door. I mnever had such a feeling
in regard to any other Semator who had the courage to vote
for protection for an industry of his State. Never once did it
come to my mind that he was deoing it for any selfish purpose.

Of course, I know that if something unpleasant had to hap-
pen on the other side for the political advantage of the Demo-
cratic Party the jonior Senator from Arkansas would be the
first to take up the matter.

I plead guilty to owning a few sheep. We would call them a
few out West; they would not be called a rew down here.
Sheep raising has been my life's work, almost from boyhood.
The people of Idaho knew I owned sheep when they elected me,
and, as I remember it, I lead the ticket in majorities. There is
no question of doubt about my people understanding that I
was a woolgrower, and that I weuld fight for that industry to
the last ditch. because without it my State can not exist
Withont the livestock industry—I will include sheep and
cattle—the great West ean not go on, and so I am going to fight,
and I am going to insist that this reselution be passed, and that
this investigatiom which the other side is so keen to have, for
political purposes, proceed in an orderly and proper manner.

For weeks 1 have known that the importers were spreading
propaganda all over this country, just as the resolution offered
by the junior Senator from Arkansas intends to do, an” I am
ready for that investigation. If I have violated any law in vot-
ing for the industries of my State, T am ready to resign, and,
by the etermal gods, I will resign. I have held public office
before, and have always been able te lie down with my con-
ecience clear, and go te sleep, and I know that when I get
through with this job in the United States Senate I shall be
able to sleep with a clear conscience.

Mr. President, first let me say that I want |

Of course, if there was any reflection to be made on an honest
man for political purposes, if there was one man in the Senate
who would be more ready to do it than any ether, it would be
the junior Senator from Arkansas, :

There are 700,000 woolgrowers in America, and I believe
it is safe to say that 95 per cent of the Senators on this floor
own property of some kind or other that is wffected by this bill.
I think it is safe to say that 80 per cent of them own land npon
which farm products are grown. God forbid that the day shall
come when the Senate and the House will be filled with men
who do not own property in their own rights.

Maybe the Senate is not functioning in the interest of the
people as fully and forcibly as it ought to be, but when the time
comes—and I do not mean this as any retlection upon the great
profession of the law—when all the Members of this body are
lawyers, and not a business man is to be found here, God pity
the American people. There is no question about their honesty,
but their whole life's work has led them along such lnes that
not all of them have had an opportunity to know, after all, what
is for the best interest of humanity in this country. They think
they know.

Nobody has any greater regard for them and respect for
them than I, but if it must come to a time when a man must
not have property in this body and omly lawyers serve here, or
men who have not had energy enough in this life to accumulate
property, ah, this great American Republic will go down to

I am not going to take up a great deal of the time of the
Senate, but I say again that I am going fo insist that the reso-
lution offered by the junior Senator from Arkansas be passed,
because for weeks it has been whispered around the Capitol
Building that I was interested in the wool pool and that for
that reason I was pushing a tariff on wool. I1s there a Senator
here who will say I have not fought just as hard for peanuts
and for rice and for soya beans and for vegetable oils and for
the manufacturers as I have for wool?

No Senator must say that I have not, for it would not be
true. In my efforts to secure proper protection I.have not
known any Nerth or South, East or West. 1 have stood for
every industry because I believed in the great American prin-
ciple of protection. There never has come to my mind at any
time any thought of dishonesty em the part of any Senator
voting for any schedule upen this floor., But I want the investi-
gation to be made, because if I have violated my oath of office
in trying to protect the industries of my State there will be a
vacancy in this Chamber, so far as I am concerned.

I want the American people to know the truth, the whole
truth, and nothing but the truth. At some future time I shall
pay my respects to the importers and some of the great news-
papers for their outrageous attack upon my integrity because
I have had the courage to do my duty as I saw it toward the
great agricultural industry of this country.

Mr. HEFLIN, Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho made
reference to the vote I cast on the graphite item of the bill. I
have explained to the Senate——

Mr. GOODING. Mr. President, if the Semator will yiell to
me a moiment, he need not explain further,

Mr. HEFLIN. I understand,

Mr, GOODING. The Benator raised himself in my estima-
tion by that vete. When he voted for graphite I felt that be
had a heart.

Mr, HEFLIN. I was not quarreling with the Senator from
Idaho about his reference to me.

Mr. President, I stated at the time that I believed in a tariff
for revenue. I am not a free trader. I stated at that time that
graphite had no tariff upon it whatever; that the graphite pro-
duced in foreign countries had ceme in without paying any
revenue and had taken possession of the home market and
literally closed the graphite mines in the United States. The
mines in my State were closed and the people who were work-
ing in those mines lost their employment. I wanted our Gov-
ernment to derive some revenue from graphite coming in from
foreign countries, and if that tariff incidentally helped ihe
graphite industry in my State and in other parts of the country,
all well and good.

Mr. President, the Senator from Idaho [Mr. Gooping], com-
menting upon the resolution offered by the Senator from Ar-
kansas [Mr. Cagaway], intimated that the Senator from Ar-
kapsas did not want anybody in this Chamber unless he was
a pauper. That is not the peosition of the Senator from Ar-
kansas,

The Senator from Arkansas does not care how much property
a man in this body has if he came by it honestly and is faithinl
to his oath of office, is one who safeguards the interest of the -
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people of the United States, and is one who does not nse his
position and power to feather his own nest or put money in his
own pocket., I think that is the position of the Senator from
Arkansas. It is well and good to have Senators in this body
representing the various stratas of society, but, Mr. President,
it is not well for the country to fill this body up with million-
aires, and I do not care whether they are wool kings, flock-
masters, trust magnates, or tariff barons. It is not well to fill
this body with men of great wealth. No man should be elected
to membership here who is lacking in human sympathy and a
knowledge of the science of government.

Mr. GOODING.. Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN, 1 yield to the Senator from Idaho.

Mr. GOODING. I want to say to the Senator that the news-
papers do me entirely too much honor when they mention me
as being a millionaire. I would not object to being a mil-
lionaire, but, unfortunately, through conditions which have
existed, T have a pretty hard fight myself, not to keep the wolf
from the door but to pay my debts, and unless conditions im-
prove in the West I shall be fortunate if I am able to liquidate.

Mr. HEFLIN, The Senator is not by himself. There are
millions in his class under this Republican administration.
| Laughter. ]

Mr. GOODING. I want to say to the Senator that this hap-
pened to me under a Democratic administration and free wool,

My. HEFLIN, I have told the Senator from Idaho and
others on the other side of the Chamber frequently that in
spite of free wool, when the Democrats were in power every
industry in the country prospered, and we never had any fall
down in the business of wool until deflation was started by the
Federal Reserve Board under a resolution that was passed by
a Hepublican Senate, Now they are undertaking to tax the
whole American people for the benefit of the wool kings of the
country. I want to say to the Senator from Idaho that the
Tariff Commission right here in Washington in its report said
that the wool industry was injuriously affected by the Federal
Reserve Board's policy when it determined to contraet the cur-
rency and deflate credits. ;

Mr. President, I have not heard the Senator from Idaho lift
his voice against the reappointment of the present governor of
the Federal Reserve Board, and I want to comment just briefly
upon that. Of course, I expect him to vote against his con-
firmation, if his name should by any hook or crook be sent to
the Senate.

Mr. BURSUM, Mr. President, I rise to a point of order. I
request that order be maintained on the Democratic side of the
Chamber.

Mr. HEFLIN, I thank my friend from New Mexico. He is
one of the wool kings to whom I have reference. I appreciate
hig kindly interest in this sgide of the Chamber. This side of
the Chamber is in perfect order, and it wants an investigation
of wool kings, including the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. Mr. President——

Mr. HEFLIN. I yield to the Senator from New Mexico.

Mr. BURSUM. I hope the Senator appreciates the fact that
kings have been very unpopular in the last few years and some
of them have been beheaded. I hope the Senator does not in-
tend to behead us because we happen to be shepherds.

Mr, HEFLIN, I am not in favor of beheading them literally,
but I am in favor of beheading them politically. I think it
would be a good thing for the country to have them beheaded
politically.

Mr, BURSUM. We will get to that next November. But
what about my colleague from New Mexico [Mr. JoNEs]?
Would the Senator from Alabama like to have him beheaded
politically ?

Mr. HEFLIN. The other Senator from New Mexico made the
statement that he did not belong in that class and had not made
anything out of wool in about 18 years, or words to that effect.
Now I should like to hear the real wool kings here testify who
are voting money into their own pockets when they place a high
tariff tax on wool.

Mr, President, I desire to speak for a little while about an-
other matter., I am going to read an interesting document about
the governor of the Federal Reserve Board, about a newspaper
man being on the Federal reserve pay roll, naming one and ask-
ing about others. I have been suggesting for some time to the
Senate that I would read this statement.

I have a letter here from a prominent banker which says that
on page 3049 of Who's Who in America, edition of 1920-21,
there is a biographical sketch of H. Parker Willis, economist,
born at Weymouth, Mass., August 14, 1874, from which the fol-
lowing is quoted :

Associate editor New York Journal of Commerce,
editor same 1919,

19121914, and

That means that hie was an associate editor of the Journal of
Commerce from 1912 to 1914, when he ceased the duties as asso-
ciate editor, and after an interval of five years he went back to
the newspaper as editor and was still editor when the 1920-21
edition of Who's Who was printed. The same sketch then pro-
ceeds:

Becretary Federal Reserve Board, Washingion, 1914-1918, and di-
rector of research same 1918,

That means, the letter continues, that Doctor Willis was sec-
retary of the Federal Reserve Board from 1914 to 1918, and that
when he ceased to be secretary he took the job of director of
research in 1918 and was still holding the job when the 1820-21
edition of Who's Who was printed.

On page 257 of the annual report of the Federal Reserve
Board for the year 1920 we find the name of H. Parker Willis
listed as director of analysis and research and drawiag a salary
of $6,000 a year. Is he drawing that salary now? Has it heen
increased or reduced? If he is the editor of the Journa® of
Commerce, as is asserted in his biographical sketch in Who's
Who, and is also on the pay roll of the Federal reserve system
at a salary of $6,000 a year, as the Reserve Board said that he
was in 1920, we can very well understand why the editoriual
columns of the Journal of Commerce are so earnest in their
defense of the Federal Reserve Board.

Mr. President, I had passed through this body a resolution
calling upon the Federal Reserve Board to state whether they
had a publicity fund. The governor of that board came back
and positively stated that he had no such fund. I said there
was some way by which they were getting publicity, there was
some way by which they were getting into the newspaper col-
umns, and I said that it must be that they are putting men on
the pay roll to do a little research work of thiz kind and that
in order to cover up whit they are really paying them for. Are
they paying certain newspaper men to get publicity for their
views and for refusing to give publieity to those wlho criticize
their official conduct?

Certain banking and speculative interests are making a hard
fight just now to have Governor Harding reappointed. All
news detrimental to their scheme must be kept in the back-
ground. It must not get in the papers. Look at the press gal-
lery now, if you please., Watch those who represent some of the
great dailies of the country. Whenever a Senator criticizes the
deflation and the Federal Reserve Board on this floor now they
leave the gallery instanter. They fly away out of sight and
hearing like a covey of birds flushed upon the field. Why is it
that these grave matters touching the public interest are
ignored or suppressed? Who is it that does not want them to
reach the people of the country? I am making a charge here
to-day that there is an editor of a great daily paper on the
pay roll of the Federal reserve system enthusiastically defend-
irig the Federal Reserve Board and denying publicity to those
who attack it. Look in certain big dailies to-morrow and see if
vou find an accurate report regarding this matter.

I have a note, written by a gentleman who has Lbeen for some
time a visitor in the Senate gallery, calling my attention to a
certain fact and asking me, “ Have you noticed that certain
newspaper men get up and leave the gallery whenever a discus-
sion of deflation and the Federal Reserve Board is commenced
in the Senate? If you have not noticed it. watch the next time
and see what happens.” So when I got up this morning and
mentioned deflation and said I was going to read something im-
portant in reference to it, I looked at the press gallery and saw
several very clever gentlemen quietly walking out. 1 asked my
correspondent why that was; why they did that? I was told,
“ They do it in order that they may say if questioned about it.
‘Why, I was not in the gallery when that wag said; I did not
hear it, and that is why I did not write a story abourt it ™

Mr. President, I am fighting a battle here for the good of my
country, and the people are entitled to know what we, their
public servants, are doing to safeguard their interests. It is
wrong to support that portion of the press that will not give to
the people both sides of the great guestions discussed here.

1 wish to refer to another interesting matter in this connee-
tion. Some time ago I made the mistake of referring to the
Wall Street Journal when I should have said the New York
Journal of Commerce. The Journal of Commerce stated edi-
torially that it had declined to print certain material sent to it
by the president of the great American Cotton Association, Hon.
J. 8, Wannamaker. I read excerpts from that editorial on the
floor and I confused the Journal of Commerce with the Wall
Street Journal. 1 have apologized to the Wall Street Journal
for having dope so. It was the Journal of Commerce which
refused to take material sent by the head of the great American
Cotton Association, which shuf out that material and threw it
into the wastebasket.
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I have found the reason for that. H. Parker Willis, who is
or was and may be both, on the Federal reserve pay roll at
$6,000 a year, is one of the editors of the New York Journal
of Commerce. Mr. Wannamaker, who is the president of the
American Cotton Association, wrote many articles in which he
pointed ont wherein the deflation policy had been ruinous to
the cotton producer. He was giving his side of it; he was
asking this great newspaper in New York to carry his views;
but all of a sudden that paper stopped printing anything that
he wrote and beasted of it in an editorial; it threw his matter
into the wastebasket. I wondered why. Now, we find that
Mr. Wannamaker was attacking the Federal Reserve Board;
and I find that the man who sits in the “holy of holies” in
the office of the Journal of Commerce is on the Federal reserve
pay roll at a salary of $6,000 a year. And yet the Federal
Reserve Board, without explaining how it is they get pub-
licity, deny that they have a publieity fund. J

Mr. President, a few days ago I called the attention of the
Senate and the country to the faet that Mr. Curtiss, appointed
by Governor Harding as the chairman of the Federal Reserve
Bank of Boston, was connected with Harvard Universify, and
that he had probably been influential in securing the degree
of LL. D. for W. P. G. Harding. I did not know that any other
institution had givem him such a degree. But I have secured
some more thrilling information. The gentleman who writes
me says:

I am advised that Governor Harding has recently obtained a degree
of LL. D. from Columbia University, New York.

I thought it was high time that New York was doing some-
thing to show its appreciation for what Governor Harding did
for New Yorkers through his deadly deflation poliey. I
now ascertain that they have annointed him with the degree of
LL. D.—this same W, P. G. I find that Dr. H. Parker Willis,
who is drawing a salary of $6,000 a year from the Federal
reserve system of which “ Doctor” Harding is governor, was
lecturer at Columbia University in 1913-14, and that since 1917
and up to the time of the publication of the 1920-21 edition of
'y \fslho's Who " he was professor of banking at Columbia Uni-
versity.

“ Lord God of Hosts, be with us yet!” Professor of banking
at Columbia University and on the pay roll of the Federal
reserve system, aye, and four years secretary to Governor
Harding’'s board, this same H. Parker Willis, who is also now
the editor of the New York Journal of Commerce, which is
now shutting out material presenting the cotton producers’ side
of deflation as sent in by the president of the great American
Cotton Association, and just now on the home stretch, when
they are trying to get W. P. G. Harding reappointed governor
of the Federal Reserve Board, they come forth and give him
another degree of LIL. D.—the aforesaid and same W. P, G.

Senators, what are we coming to in this country? I saw a
picture of him participating In the parade which was held as
an incident to the ceremony of conferring the LL. D. degree
at Columbia University. The head of our great Federal re-
gerve system was walking along, all capped and gowned, with
a4 Chinaman, also capped and gowned, near by in the same
parade. A deflation policy so deadly that it destroyed prop-
erty values by the billions was conducted by the head of the
board. It took men's homes away from them; it made them
tenants; it took farms away from farmers and furned men out
of employment by the millions.

It destroyed property values in America to the extent of
more than $£10,000.000,000. New York profited by it. New
York made her hundreds of millions and her billions of dollars
by that deadly deflation process. Now they are reaching out
for every influence at their command in order to boost this
man. So they have made him a “ doctor of laws.” Who was
standing by his gide, fanning him, and praising him and de-
flation when he got his degree and his cap and gown on that hot
day at Harvard? Mr. Curtiss, intimately connected with Har-
vard and chairman of the Federal Reserve Bank of Boston,
drawing $18,000 a year through an appointment given him by
this same Governor Harding. Who was with him at Columbia,
and sald softly, “ Lean on me"”? Prof. H. Parker Willis, who
is on the Federal reserve pay roll at $6,000 a year, who is
editor of the New York Journal of Commerce. He shuts out
from the columns of that journal criticisms of the Federal Re-
serve Board, and boldly takes his stand by his chief while,
strange to say, the faculty or hoard at Columbia consents that
the degree of LL. D, shall pass to W. P. G.

Oh, Mr, President, I am sure such performances are not going
to deceive President Harding. The wholesale farce in LI, D,
degrees has become go ridiculous that some of the poets of
America are writing about them and making fun of them., Time
was when the man who was given the degree of LL. D. at one

of our great universities had to be a profound scholar, a man of
great learning and of superb intellectual powers, and because of
these great qualities or achievements the universities wounld
honor him and feel themselves honored by giving him the de-
gree of LL. D.; but it has gotten so now that one can almost
gt B:Ich bgimt o t:jy I:;inbscrlbiug to newspapers and periodicals

a clu o dailies, one weekly, and an LL. I, degree for
$4 cash. [Laughter.] :

Mr. President, I want to read to the Senate how such pro-
ceedings strike the intelligent mind of the average man and the
average woman in the country. 8. BE. Kiser expressed their
views of some of these ridiculous LI. D. performances in the
following poem. Listen, Senators, I would that the sheep kings
were here;

THE DOUBLE ELL DEES,
Buek Bunkerson now Is a doctor of laws:
His manner is proud since be got his -
Lift your hat, if you please, when you meet him, because
It's a fine thing to bow to a double ell dee!
Buck Bunkerson's wife has a right to be as;
Her hard-fisted husband now ranks with the great.
ho eares if the English he uses is bad?
He's the richest egg dealer we have in this State.

[Laughter.]

Oh, Mr, President, these degrees of LL. D, are going easy
now.

There Bullwinkle, too, stands among the select :

If ever you've doubted his w or worth,
BeE.n to address him with proper respect :
is homor is greater than breeding or birth!

Remember the double ell dee he has wen,
And cease to be jarred by his vulgar displays;

His ning was humble ; see what he has done:
His horses run fast and his trolley road pays. ¥
[Laughter.]

LL. D’s in this morning of the twentieth century are exceed-
ingly easy to get, Mr. President.
h was another who loomed in the line,
king great in his gown where degrees were conferred;
His children have somm your children and mine
‘Will lack all their li t is pride, in & word.
Don’t sneer and don't scoff ; keep your jealousy down ;
Hach garden s a prominent toad ;
is the richest coal man in this town;
is hovor, of course, has been justly bestowed.
[Laughter.]

How thrilling it is, when the college r ends,
To read how our 1 rs received their degrees!
Skaggs gets a degree that surprisea his friends,
For making six millions in doughnuts and cheese ;
Tubbs, Tinker, Gilfeather, De Gass, and Macneil
Are * doctored " for winning in timber or tea:
Bobunkus goes through as the king of corm meal—
Oh, it's great to be tagged with a double ell deel

[Laughter.]

Mr, President, I do not intend that these disgusting tricks
shall be turned without the Congress of the United States, the
President, and the country knowing just how they are being
done, Senators, the deadly influence of the insidious and dan-
gerous money power is worming itself into everything. Be-
ware! It is time to cry out against it; it is time to stop it.
One ean not get these attacks on the Federal Reserve Board
published in the New York Journal of Commerce. Into the
wastebasket they go. One of its editors is on the pay roll of
the Federal Reserve Board at $6,000 a year, we are told;
professor of banking at the Columbia University for four years,
secretary to Governor Harding, of the board, and is now
drawing this salary out of the purse of the Ameriean people.
LL. D. degrees are showered down upon W. P. G. Harding
on every hand just as he is on the home stretch, and the
appointment of governor of the Federal Reserve Board Is soon
to be made.

How alert and enterprising are they who have profited
through deflation at the hands of the Federal Reserve Board
governor !

Mr. President, this man took the greatest banking system
ever devised when it was in the pink of condition and operating
to the satisfaction of business of every kind in every section
of the country and changed it from a helpful and serviceable
agency into an implement of torture and destruetion; but those
who sat back and clipped thelr coupons and made their mil-
lions pat him on the back and say, “Leave that to us; we
will fix all that; we will root out all these impressions in the
public mind; we will do such things for you that we will
make them think you are really great, anyway. We will have
institutions of learning which are mighty in the land give you
the degree of LL. D. After all these atfacks have been made,
after all this ruin has been wrought, and all this history has
been written, we will lift you up above all this ruin that you
have helped to bring abeut and crown you with dozens of
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LL. D. degrees and clothe you in the splendor and glory that
predatory interests alone can bestow. Leave it to us."”

But, Mr. President, I have -assurances that they will not suc-
ceed, I owe it to the Senate, in view of his deflation record
gince, as this man hails from my State, to fight his reappoint-
ment to the uttermost. I am proud of my State; proud of her
gplendid history and look with perfect faith to a glorious future
for her. When a man holding a great position misuses and
abuses his power, and by so doing injures not only the people
of his own State to the extent of millions of dollars but the
people of other sections of the country while sinister interests
grow richer and richer upon the distress and misfortune thus
produced, I owe it to the whole people to repudiate him. '

Mr. President, ‘it is no small offense to take a man—I do not
care whether he is a man in small business or in big business—
and simply destroy him, take his substance away from him, turn
him adrift without a dollar, and shatter his hopes ior the future.
There are millions, not merely hundreds of thousands, of people
who were robbed outright by the deflation policy conducted by
the Federal Reserve Board. I would be a hypocrite and a coward
and unfaithful to my oath when I said I would defend my coun-
try against all enemies, both foreign and domestic, if 1 should
sit silent and permit this thing to pass without characterizing
it as it should bc characterized, without doing everything in
my power to make it so hated and odious that it never will be
undertaken again.

Mr. President, I said the other day, and I am going to re-
peat in conclusion, that 25 years from now, H0 years from now,
parties will be referring to the deflation erime of 1920; and the
‘Wall Street buccaneers, the wolves who profited from the dis-
tress and misfortune of millions of people of the South and
West, are not going to escape the condemnation which is the
just and righteous judgment of the people.

What ought posterity to think of me, and especially the peo-
ple in my State, who honored me, if I should sit silent here be-
cause I was afraid of that part of our press known as a sub-
sidized press that would attack me, as it has, and would mis-
represent me, as it has? What ought it to think of me if I
should fold my arms and say: “I am not going to assail this
thing. I know it was a crooked deal; I know it was a crime;
I know that it destroyed this man’s business; I know that it
shut the schoolhouse door to thousands of children out yonder;
I know that it made tenants out of home owners, and put adrift
farmers who owned their land, and turned people out of em-
ployment—all this in order that the wild speculators might, like
those at Belshazzar's feast, revel at their own deflation carnival,
buying up Liberty bonds and other Government securities for
practically nothing, and sitting back enjoying their billions.

New York City, I repeat, never made as much money in the
same length of time in all its history as when this dragnet of
deflation was working through the South and through the
West, to the ruin of my people and your people of the West;
and yet every kind of pressure has been brought to bear to
silence me because I dared to point out the doings of big
* e¢rooks in high places. I am indorsed by nearly every honest
man and woman in the country. I ought to be cor mended for
my efforts by every newspaper in the United States. Some of
them—a good many of them—are commending my course and
are doing good service in this important battle.

Mr. President, I am either right or wrong in the fight I am
making. If I am right, T am entitled to the support of every
honest man and woman in the country. If I am wrong. I ought
to be opposed by all of them. I have stated facts from time to
time as to what this deflation policy has done, and Senators
on the other side, a few of them—my friend from Oregon
[Mr. McNary] in the number—and Senators on this side, a
majority of them, including my friends from Georgia, Senators
Warson and HArgris, tell me: “ You are exactly right. They
did that same thing to my people. Go on with your fight";
but some.of the newspapers have pnblished editorials attacking
me., They do not represent the people.

Mr. President, I said once before, and I am going to repeat,
that when I am attacked by some of them I regard it as a com-
pliment, because when I am assailed by some of them that I
know are the mouthpieces of these corrupt interests I know
that I am on the right road.

If they feel that they are to be the tools of these interests,
and they want to carry on that sort of work, 1 suppose they
are at liberty to do that; but, Mr. President, there is a won-
derful stir going on in this country about a free press just
now as surely as you and I live. I have in my possession now
some awful editorials, written by strong men, about how sus-
ceptible certain papers are to the coin of the realm—how
money controls certain newspapers' policies. Time was when
you could get news in the columns of certain newspapers and

the editor reserved the right to take issne with your position,
to criticize what you had written, or criticize what you had
said in a speech that was printed in his paper. A gentleman
wrote me not long ago and said, * You can not only get the
news columns now in some of these papers, but you can literally
buy the editorials as well.” He is a very responsible man; he
has had a good deal of experience and has been around the
world a great deal, and that is his deliberate opinion.

Mr. President, we have two classes in the newspaper busi-
ness—one of them is honest and the other is dishonest; one
of them is subsidized or corruptly controlled and the other is
not, That is the situation we have in this country, and we
might just as well talk plainly about it.

1 am not afraid of the press. I am the firm friend of the hon-
est press, God knows I would not hamper the press in the dis-
charge of its duty, or take away from it any of its rights and
privileges to give the news to the people, and print the views -
of those who own the papers; but I am against the scheme
that some of them have of suppressing the news of events of
importance that take place right here in this Chamber, around
this Capitol, that the people of the country are entitled fo know
about. Why is it that yem never see a line about a lot of im-
portant matfters discussed in this Chamber?

Mr, WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President——

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Jones of Washington in
the chair), Does the Senator from Alabama yield to the Sena-
tor from Georgia?

Mr. HEFLIN, I am glad to yield to my friend from Georgia.

Mr, WATSON of Georgia. The time is coming when the
press will have to be free if it wants to exist. This country can
not live and tolerate a press which it knows is a hireling press.
It will not pay for such papers. It will not advertise in such
papers, People will not buy from those who advertise in such
papers, and the worst of the fight is past.

When the espionage law was passed and so many hundreds
of newspapers were crushed by arbitrary orders of the Post
Office Department freedom of press was more in danger than it
ever had been since our Government was established or since
Charles Fox, Lord Grey, and John Wilkes had made their
noble fight in England for the freedom of the press, and Thomas
Erskine had made his glorious fight for trial by jury instead of -
arbitrary directions of verdicts by judges. That time, if the
Senator will allow me, is coming again. The forces of con-
flict are arraying themselves against each other again. That
battle is irresistible. Nothing on earth can stop it and nothing
on earth can silence the people. They are going to be heard, or
we will have a revolution in this country.

I will say to the Senator from Alabama, for his encourage-
ment, that there was one little press, one little weekly paper,
that rode out the storm during the war times. That paper is
being sustained without subsidy and without private capital of
any sort. The money that sustains it comes from the pockets
of the people who pay for it as subscribers. It has almost no
advertising. It asks for none on those terms alone upon which
advertising could be obtained for such a paper; and I fell the
Senator now that there is more demand for such speeches as
his than there ever has been before. There is more demand for
such attacks as I have made on the Federal Reserve Board,
upon the same lines as those which he has used, than ever be-
fore, They can not cry us down. They can not answer us.
They dare not try to answer us. They need not try to ignore us.

My belief is that in the next congressional election in the
South, at least—I can not speak for other sections—the man
who dares to stand for the contraction policy of the Federal
Reserve Board will take his death warrant in his hands, al-
ready signed by himself, and T myself will do all in my power
to put that death warrant into effect. No such man has a right
to a place in this body, because his heart is not with the people.
The very fight which the Senator from Alabama has made here
against the Federal Reserve Board Andrew Jackson made
against James Biddle, and if he will read those thrilling chap-
ters, written by Van Buren in his old age, he will find that
every argument he has made here wag made then. If he will
read the speeches which Thomas H. Benton made here in the
Senate he will find that he has made no speech differing from
those made by Benton in the great fight of himself and of
Jackson against the old Federal bank.

Mr. HEFLIN. Mr, President, I thank my good friend from
Georgia for his very valuable suggestions. I rejoice to see
him back in his seat again, I am glad that he has gained
strength enough from his recent illness to come back fo his post
of duty, where he can fight the battles of his people.

Mr. President, as the Senator from Georgia proceeded I was
reminded by what he said about the fight that was made back
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yonder by Jackson to keep the banking system out of politics,
and there came to my mind the little poem—

Freedom's battle, once begun,

Bequeathed from bleeding sire to son,

Though baflled oft, is ever won.

And that is literally true.

The people in that time won their battle against the banking
system that was undertaking not only to control everything in
the business world but sought to dominate the political affairs
of the Nation. They were stopped. Jackson drove them back
out of politics. Am I to be criticized ; are both of my friends,
the Senators from (Georgia, and others to be criticized for fight-
ing this battle to punish those who committed that crime?
What do we do to a burglar who breaks into a dwelling house,
steals property, and appropriates it to his own use? We stand
him up in the court, and the judge scolds and reprimands him
‘as a.culprit and punishment is imposed upon him.

What do you do to the man who breaks into a bank and
takes the money out of the vault and appropriates it to his
own use? You arraign him before 12 jurors, and they punish
him for his crime.

What did deflation do? Tt did more harm fo Alabama and
the South and West than an invading army could have done.
A million burglars turned locse could not have done the harm
that the Federal Reserve Board’s deflation policy did under the
guise of civie authority.

What was ordered to be done? The widow in my State and
yours with $1,500 of Liberty bonds, which she had bought
by stinting herself. When defiation came, what happened?
Her little farm was swept away. She went to the bank and
tried to borrow money on her bonds, and could not get it. The
bankers said, * We would like to accommodate you, but we have
been instructed not to loan on bonds.” What then? She was
told that the sharks of Wall Street would buy her bonds. She
asked what they would give, and she was told $80 or $85 on
the hundred.

They got her bends through deflation. What caused her to
have to sell the bonds? Her debt-paying power was destroyed
by deflation. What was that? It was a crime against honest
business and a crime against this good woman. What did that
necessitate her doing? She had to go to the bank with the Lib-
erty bonds. Could she borrow money on them? Noj; she had
to sacrifice them, interest-bearing bonds of the Government, for
which she had pald $100 on the hundred, and was told that they
would always be as good as gold. They were sacrificed upon
the altar of the greed of Wall Street. Wall Street got them.
Then what happened? This woman's business was ruined and
she is without a home to-day, and Wall Street has her bonds.
“They are above par, drawing 4 and 4} per cent interest.

What is that offense? It is & crime. What is my duty? My
duty is to condemn it as a erime. If some man had gone there
and stolen £15 on the hundred out of $1,500 worth of bonds
you would have sent him to the penitentiary: but the bond
sharks of Wall Street, through a deflation policy, will steal $15
on the hundred, and then you want to honor and glorify the
man who conducted the deflation thievery that took her money.
Then they assail me with a miserable, subsidized press, be-
cause I dared to defend right dealing and dared to condemn
crooked conduct in a thing like this. I just want to serve
notice of them now what will happen, I am not making any
criticismn on any paper that is not subsidized, and I do not
want these clever boys who represent papers at this Capitol—
and many of them are exceedingly clever gentlemen—to take
any offense at what I say. unless they represent a subsidized
paper, for what I say is not intended for them. I am talking
ahout the enemies of my country, papers who are hired character
assnssing, hired to try to destroy men who stand in this body
and fight the crooked conduct of big crooks and the interests
they represent. 1 want to serve notice on them now that they
are wasting space in their paper, they are wasting ink, and
wasting time, by their attacks upon me. I am going to fight
them to the end.

Mr. President, I have spoken longer than I had intended, but
this iz the most serious question which confronts the American
people by far. It affects very vitally the business life of the
Nation. I have heretofore used this illustration, but it comes to
my mind, and T am so anxious that all Senators should get it
that I will repeat it. I said I would not like to turn the control
of the circulation of the blood through my body over to any-
body. He might go to sleep or, if these subsidized newspaper
fellows had control over it now, they would stop it altogether,
and put me out of commission,

It is a serious thing to permit a few men to control the money
supply of the country, which is the lifeblood of the business of
the country, and let them control the circulation as they see fit.

I quote the Manufacturers’ Record when I say that Governor
Harding hoarded the lifeblood of the Nation, and would not let
it eireculate. What a crime! That was said by Richard H. Ed-
monds, one of the bravest and best of all the brave editors in
thg conntry or that the country has ever produced. He indicts
this governor of the system for hoarding the Nation's lifeblood
and not letting it circulate.

That is the fellow I am condemning, and that is the crime
I am condemning, Here is H. Parker Willis on the pay roil
of the system, drawing $6,000 a year, the editor of a great
paper that is attacking me because I fight this board’s con-
duct and its deadly deflation policy.

" Mr. President, I suppose they would like to have every Sena-
tor where they could say to him what was said to the new
preacher who came into the community. He said, “I hope
you will all be out Sunday night when I preach my first
sermon.” They said, *“ We want to start you off right. What
line of talk are you going to give us?”

He said, “I am going to preach against sin, as the Bible
tells me to do. I am going to preach against sin as my con-
science as a Christian man dictates that I should, I am going
to condemn sin in the big sinner and the little sinner alike.”

They said, “ Let us tell you something, You had better give
us a little outline of your sermon and let us see whether it is
going to suit this settlement or not.”

He said, “ Gambling at cards leads to other vices. It is a
dangerous thing. I knew a young man who started out that
way, and he went to ruin.”

They said, “ Whoa, whoa, you want to cut that all out. The
best paying member of this church plays cards, and he piays
foré ’?ig money, and you don't want to offend him, Cut that
out,

He said, “T don’t like to cut out anything. I don't like to
have anybody dictate to me what I shall preach about.”

They said, “ You cut that out ”; and they made him ecut it out,
and several other things.

So finally they told him of so many things that he should
cut out that he said, * Now, you have just about cut everything
out of my sermon. What am I to preach about?’” One old
fellow over in the corner stroked his beard and said, * There is
an infernal old infidel here in town, you can turn loose on him,
He hasn't got a friend in town.”

So, Mr. President, these highbrows, who represent these big
interests in Wall Street, and the subsidized press like fo take
a Senator and start him off right. They pat him on the back
and tell him, “ You want to lay off of this. It is dangerous,
and you will hurt the feelings of men of big wealth, don’t you
see?” And they try to scare you by teiling you that certain
men have gone down politically for attacking these big inter-
ests. You do not want to say anything about those things, they
remind you. Fold your arms and drift. Move against the lines
of least resistance. Put your courage aside, Swallow your
convictions. Draw your pay. Be a rubber stamp. Do the
bidding of the interests. Lead an easy life, and you will have
no opposition in the future. We will take care of that. Do you
understand? *“ We will have,” they will tell you, “the news-
paper publishers tell how smart you are if you will serve us
and what a big and wonderful man you are, if you do our
bidding.” Do you get that? But do not oppose us. If you do,
we will fight you. “ For what care we for wrongs and crimes,
its dimes and dollars and dollars and dimes.”

It is high time that some of us were accepting the challenge.
Conscioug of the righteousness of my position and knowing
the people that I represent, I do not fear those interests. I
accept the challenge. I would rather go out fighting for what
I believed was honest, fair, just, and right and leave to my
son and the people who have honored and trusted me a stain-
less record, one of devotion to duty and fearlessness in its dis-
charge, than to stay here a quarter of a century and be the
subservient tool of those whose unbridled corruption, greed,
and avarice mean ruin to my country.

That is my position upon this question, and I shall continue
the fight.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The gquestion is on the amend-
ment of the Senator from Utah [Mr. Saoor] to strike out para-
graph 1110.

The amendment was agreed to.

Mr. SMOOT. Now, I move, on line 17, page 147, in para-
graph 1111, to substitute “50” for *55" so as to read “ 050
per cent ad valorem.”

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will stete the
amendment.

The REaping Crerx. On page 147, lines 16 and 17, tle com-
mittee report, to strike out “ 36 cents per pound, and, L» nddi-




10792

CONGRESSIONAL RECORD—SENATE.

JuLy 29,

tion thereto, 274,” and to insert “45 cents per pound and
50, go as to make the paragraph read:

Par. 1111. Pile fabrics, cut or uncut, whether or not the plle eovers
the whole surface, made of wool or of which wool is a component
material, whether or mnot constituting chief wvalue, and manufactu
in any form, made or cut from such pile fabries, 45 cents per po
and 50 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, we have come
now to the paragraphs which cover, respectively, pile fabries,
blankets, automobile rugs, steamer rugs, felts, knit goods, and
so forth, All of these paragraphs involve exactly the same
principles we have been discussing., It would be futile for
me to reiterate the arguments I have made during the last few
days, especially when we were discussing the paragraph deal-
ing with dress goods and wool cloths. It would be irksome
and tiresome to the Senate, and all I could do would be to
repeat what I bave said about the preceding paragraphs,
namely, that the duties are excessively high, that the informa-
tion before us as to the difference in conversion costs does not
justify these high duties, and that the importations have not
been of a charaeter to threaten the domestic industry. In
fact, the importations under the rates named in the Underwood
law have been negligible. So far as I am concerned, I am
going to hasten action on these paragraphs, have a record vote
taken, and have the balance of the wool schedule disposed of
this afternoon, if it is possible.

Mr. McCUMBER. I want to ask the Senator a question for
information. I think the Senator agrees that the compensatory
duties are accurately levied upon these goods, but the Senator
gays that the conversion duty is too high. I have tried to get
some evidence upon that. I have no information relating to it
later than 1912. I do not think that is very accurate, but it
was the best we could get hold of. That would show a differ-
ence in the conversion cosis at home and abroad reaching all
the way from 60 to 80 per cent, but I am well aware that the
labor costs in Great Britain and the United States are closer
together to-day than they were at that time.

I ask the Senator what he thinks is the difference in the
cost of conversion and what evidence he has which directly
bears upon the subject. We put the rate at 50 per cent. If
the Senator has anything direet to the point showing that that
is erroneons, I would like to get if.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr. President, I find that I
shall have to take some time in discussing this paragraph.
The Senator did not pay me much of a compliment by his
inquiry. I spent hours im discussing that subject, producing
tables and fignres to show what were the prices of domestic
cloths and the eomparable foreign cloths, compared the differ-
ence in the prices, and proved, as far as I could prove, that
a protective duty of 85 cents was ample. I produced infor-
mation in regard to tops, worked out by experts, showing
exactly to the cent what the conversion cost was and showing
‘that the rate named in the bill was too high. I produced simi-
lar evidence from the Tariff Commission, to the effect that the
conversion costs of yarns and cloths were not as high now as
formerly and that the duties proposed in the bill were too high.

Now I am going to call attention to what the Senator from
North Dakota said yesterday, and I am going to ask the
Senator, as this is a good opportunity to do it, either to bring
me the proof or retract what he said yesterday about informa-
tion from the Tariff Commission. I want to find out if I have
been deceived in this matter by the experts who have been sent
to. me and have informed me that the Tariff Commission have
never made any estimate as to just what protective duty was
necessary to protect the American industries making woolen
manufactures. The information I have is that the Tariff Com-
mission will prepare tables, give data of imports and exports,
prices, and other facts, but that they have never advised the
committee as to what rates to levy, and there has been no
rate in the bill levied upon the advice of the Tariff Commission.

I am going to read what the Senator said yesterday and
what was printed in the press to-day about the rates on
cloths. I was not in the Chamber at the time or else I should
have called attention to it at once. I refer to what was printed
of the Senator's remarks on page 10776 of the Recorp:

We—

Referring to the committee—
hnd not any very late statistics on that point that were extremely
relinble—

Meaning, of course, the conversion costs—

I admit, but we had the statisticsa under normal conditions, say, in
1912; and taking all the importations at that time we arrived at the
fact, and it was so reported by the Tarif Commission, that the dif-
ferential whieh would reguire protection to put the two upon an
foating was from 60 to 70 per cent, and we gave 50 per cent,

The Senator from North Dakota allowed the impression to
£0 out, and the papers of the country printed it, that the Tariff
Commission recommended 60 or 70 per cent and the committee
gave only 50 per cent. If the Tariff Commission recommended
60 or 70 per cent, I say to the Senator that he ought to have
given 60 or 70 per cent to the woolen manufacturers as well
as to give to the woolgrowers the duty which they asked.

o ll.r; McCUMBER. Does the Senator want a reply at this
me !

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In just a moment. I am
going to read what the Tariff Commission said, not in 1912
but in 1920, absolutely refuting the statement made by the
Senator yesterday.

Mr. President, I read from a report issued by the Tariff Com-
mission in 1920 entitled “A survey of the British wool manu-
facturing industry.’™ On page 76 of this report is a table
showing the American wholesale price: of cloth, such as we
were discussing yesterday, under paragraphs 1108 and 1109,
and showing the English and Ameriean prices per yard. Fol-
lowing that table the Tariff Commission makes the following
comment—and remember, this was in 1920, the last word nupon
the matter—on page 80:

While there are important irregularities among these fizures—

Referring to the prices quoted—

certain conclusions are possibly warranted. The tendency for Eng-
Hsh and American prices to approximate one another, already noted
in the case of tops and yarns, is here alse evident.

The tendency of American and English prices of woolen cloth
to approach each other was in 1920 evident, and yet the Sena-
tor from North Dakota had the hardihood to say here yester-
day that the Tariff Commission recommended a 60 or 70 per
cent protective duty. Let me continue:

Even m.ulnf allowances for minor variations between the estimates
of English values and those actually prevaillng, there are obviousiy
cloths of several types with regard to which there i3 no considerable
difference of price existing between the English and American markets,
while in some instances the domestic manufacturer really has the
advantage:

I am reading from the Tariff Commission, which made a
survey of the British wool-manufacturing industry in 1920,
These are not my findings of fact:

It is notewortby in this connection to recall that In a similar,
though more comprehensive, comparison made by the Tariff Board in
1911 there was no fabric of which the English price was higher than
the American, nor, indeed, any which came nearer than 20 per cent of
the American price,

In view of that statement, how ean it be said on the floor of
the Senate that the Tariff Commission recommended g protec-
tion of 60 or 70 per cent and the conunittee only gave them 50
per cent?

Again, the difference In comparative advantage among the several
E‘fpen of cloth is fairly clear. Values in the two markets are much
oser together in the case of serges and cotton-warp dress goods than
in that of Iancf fabrics. With regard to the former, no importation
i: posaible, at least over the 85 per cent duty of the present tariff
w—

With regard to eertain classes, no importation is possible
with a 35 per cent protective duty—
but for the latter the present rate is entirely inadequate.

That shows that there are some woolen cloths on which the
eommigsion thinks the rate of 35 per cent is inadequate, and
those, of course, are the fancy cloths.

Just where the dividing line lies and to what extent the domestic
production of cloths is of the more self-sufficient types could be deter-
mined only by a wide and thoroughgoing Inquiry

That is in the Recorp. 1 put this evidence in the REecorp
when I discussed the paragraph on cloths. Other tables and
other information were put in the Recorp. I ask the Senator,
in the face of that statement from the Tariff Commission in
1920, where is the evidence before the Finance Committee since
1920 which is to the effect that the Tariff Commission believe
that a protective duty of 60 or 70 per cent ought to be levied?

If the explanation of the Senator is that he drew those de-
ductions from the Reynolds report on prices, and when he re-
ferred to the Tariff Commission he meant the Reynolds report
showing the difference in cost, then it may be possible that he
could claim that the value of some ¢loth in some other part
of the world other than England would show & wider difference
in prices.

But I want to know, for T do not propose that any Senafor
shall vote upon the strength of my argument and upon the in-
formation furnished to me by the experts of the Tariff Com-
mission until I am answered. I do not propose that the Sen-
ator from North Dakota can make the statement he did, that
the committee only gave 50 per cent when the Tariff Commis-
sion recommended 60 or TO per cent, without refutation. I wait

' for the SBenator's answer,
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Mr. McCUMBER. Mr. President—— s

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Joxes of Vashington in
the chair). Does the Senator from Massachusetts yield to the
Senator from North Dakota?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts.
the Sepator's reply.

Mr. McCUMBER.
ator gets through.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I am confining myself to the
allegation made by the Senator yesterday, and I am asking the
Senitor to give me the information which he has, which I have
not been able to get, which is to the effect that the Tarifft Com-
mission made any such recommendation. :

Mr. McCUMBER. I do not know, Mr. President, just how
accurately T expressed myself yesterday. as I did not have time
to look over my remarks, but what I attempted to say and what
1 reiterate to<day is that the conversion costs in the woolen
schedule would range from 60 to. T think, almost 100 per cent
more in the United States than in Great Britain. In France, I
think, the spread would be still greater. 1 do not mean to say
that that means we would have from 60 to 80 per cent upon
the cost of the goods which are manufactured to meet that.
That would depend entirely upon the price of the goods, and it
might average 50 per cent.

This is what the Tariff Commission said, and I am reading
from page 75 of the Survey of the British wool-manufacturing
industry, which was furnished to the Committee on Ways and
Means of the House in 1920, This is what the Tariff Conunis-
sion say:

In the comparison of commission rates in England and in the United
States for the several sections of the wool manufacture, information is
too inadequate to 1l)erml|: the formulation of accurate conclusions as
to the primary consideration relative to costs of production in the two
countries, Such data as have heen presented, together with such frag-
mentary figures on weaving as the commission has been able to secure,
sugeest that, at least at present, the differences in cost are not as
great as they were found to be in 1911 by the Tariff Board. In its
report the board stated that the cost of converting wool to tops was
approximately 80 per cent higher in this country than in England;
that of converting tops to yarns, about 100 per cent higher; and of
turning yarns into cloth “ for a great variety of fabrics,” 100 to 150
per cent greater. The present commission rates for roml-inﬁ in this
country have been shown to be not over 40 per cent greater than the
enrrent rates in Kngland ; those for spinning around 8§0 per cent ; while,
for manufacturing proper and dyeing, the data which have as yet
been secured indicate that the difference in both cases, except, perhaps,
fortt;ancy cloths, would sarely be below the low figure in 1911 (100 per
cent) —

That is, 100 per cent was given in 1811, and it wonld be
below that—
and perhaps as low as from 60 to S0 per cent,

Then, Mr. President, on page 691 of the document entitled
“Wool and Manufactures of Wool,” published in 1912, there is
a table showing the comparative conversion cost from yarn to
finished cloth of 58 samples of American cloth and similar Eng-
lish eloth. In the case of sample No. 1 the American cost is 8
cents and the English cost 4 cents; in the second the American
eost is 8.3 cents and the English 4.1 cents; in the third the
American cost is 8.9 cents and the English cost 4.8 cents, and
in the other cases about the same difference is shown to exist.

If anyone understood me as intending to convey the idea that
the difference in the ecost of conversion, ranging all the way
from 60 to 100 per cent, necessarily would require a duty of
from 60 to 100 per cent on the value of the foreign product, he
certainly misunderstood me or I did not accurately express
myself.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, If the Senator will pardon
me, the Washington Post carries a story this morning evidently
sent out by the Associated Press, and this is the headline:

MeComnee defends rates. Lower than Tariff Commission had ealeu-
lated as needed, he says.

That shows that even the press gallery construed the Sen-
ator's statement to mean that the committee had reported a
rate lower than the Tariff Commission had recommended.

Mr. McOUMBER. I think if the Senator will ascertain to
what that relates, he will find that it undoubtedly relates to
the table that I put in the Recorp on yesterday following the
table which was offered by the Senator from Massachusetts
himself, a table made by the Actuary of the Treasury Depart-
ment, in which he takes the average rate upon each paragraph
of Schedule K in 1910, and then makes an estimate of what it
woull be under the pending bill for the year 1922, and shows a
zreatly decreused ad valorem rate of duty. That, of course, is
absolutely true.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetis. As I now undersiand the
Senator from North Dakota, he did not intend to state, and
does not intend that his remarks of yesterday shall be construed
to indiecate, that the Tariff Commission made any recommenda-
tion about the tariff duty which would be required; that what-

I yield, I am waiting for

I can answer now or wait until the Sen-

ever duty ‘'was levied by the committee was levied after the
committee had studied the guestion, with the aid of such tables
and information as were available to them, and after the hear-
ing of all the evidence?

Mr, McCUMBER. Certainly. The Tarllf Commission is
very careful always to make no recommendations in reference
to any duty. It is so careful for fear it may be regarded as
making a recommendation that, in many instances, it does not
express itself as clearly as it might otherwise do.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That was the information
that T had; and that is the reason I was surprised at the Sen-
ator's statement, and surprised at the construction put upon
the statement, that in this case the committee had repudicated
the recommendation of a higher rate claimed to have been
made by the Tariff Commission.

Mr. McCUMBER. Oh, Mr. President, I think the newspaper
evidently must have gotten matters somewhat mixed. In the
table which I introduced I simply sought to show that of the
goods that would come in under the pending bill, when it
passes, the ad valorem rate will be, I think, about 30 per cent
less than the ad valorem rate upon similar goods which came
in 1910 under the Payne-Aldrich law; and T think T am abso-
lutely correct in that.

Mr, LENROOT, Mr. President, will the Senator yield?

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Does the Senator from Massa-
chusetts yleld to the Senator from Wisconsin?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I yield.

Mr. LENROOT. I am quite sure, in view of the Senator's
statement, that he would desire the Recorp to show that he
wishes to correct the statement which he made on yesterday,
wherein he said:

And taking all of the importations at that time we arrived at the
fact, and it was so reported by the Tariff Commission, that the differ-
ential which would require protection to put the two upon an equal
footing was from 60 to 70 per cent, and we gave 50 per cent.

Mr. McCUMBER. Possibly I should have stated from all
of the testimony that we concluded that it would require about
50 per cent. I did not intend to convey the idea that that was
based entirely upon the Tariffi Commission’s report nor based
entirely upon the difference in cost of conversion as shown in
the tables.

Mr. LENROOT. Nor did he intend to say the Tariff Com-
mission had reported that 60 to 70 per cent ad valorem protec-
tion would be required.

Mr. McCUMBER. No; the Tariff Commission did not so
report, but the committee, if it had followed the recommenda-
tion of the Revnolds report and some of the other evidence
and held to that alone, would have had to so conclude.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is a different story.
The statement I wanted to challenge was that the Tariff Com-
mission had recommended a higher rate, This all amounts,
as I understand. to this, that the cost of converting the wool
into cloth represents about 50 per cent; and the Tariff Com-
mission reported the difference between the conversion in Amer-
ica and England was 60 to 80 per cent, which would make the
conversion duty practieally between 60 and S0 per cent of the
50 per cent cost of conversion, or between 30 and 40 per cent,
which I stated yesterday.

Mr. McOUMBER. The difference in the cost of conversion
might be even more than that, but, as I have stated before,
that would not necessarily mean 40 or 50 or 60 per cent; it
would depend, of course, upon the cost of the goods.

Mr. SMOOT. Mr. President—

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Chair understands the
Senator from Massachusetts yieids the floor?

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts, I yield the floor.

Mr. SMOOT. The junior Senator from Wisconsin [Mr. LEx-
roor] has called my attention to the wording of the compensa-
tory duty in this paragraph, and suggested that it ought to
conform with the wording in other paragraphs, and I myself
think it should. Therefore, I should like to modify the amend-
ment of the committee, on line 18, after the word “ made,” by
inserting the words “ wholly or in chief value”; then, after
the word * wool,” in line 18, strike out * or of which wool is
a component material, whether or not constituting chief value,”
g0 that the paragraph as modified would read:

Pagr. 1111, Pile fabries, cut or uncut, whether or not the pile covers
the whole surface, made wholly or In chief value of wool, and manu-
factures, in any form, made or cut from such pile fabrics, 45 cents per
pound and 50 per eent ad valorem.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the
amendment as proposed to be modified by the Senator from
Utah.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. 1 have no objection to the

modification suggested, but I shall want a record vote on the
paragraph.
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Mr. SMOOT. I am perfectly willin; that the yeas and nays
should be called on the paragraph.

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. The amendment offered by
the Senator from Utah, which is merely to correct the text,
may be adopted first,

Mr, SMOOT. It may all be treated as one amendment, if
that is desired, or the Senator can have a separate vote if he
wishes.

Mr. LENROOT, I suggest that the amendment proposed by
the Senator frem Utah to the amendment may be adopted by
unanimous consent.

Mr. SMOOT. We can adept now the amendment which I
have just suggested,

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will state the

amendment as modified in bebalf of the committee by the_

Senator from Utah.

The Reapine CLERK. It is proposed to modify the committee
amendment to paragraph 1111 so as to read:

Par. 1111. Pile fabrics, cut or uncut, whether or not the pile covers
the whole surface, made wholly or in chlef value of wool, and manu-
factures, in angororm, made or cnt from such pile fabrics, 45 cents
per pound and per cent ad valorem.

Mr. SMOOT. That is correct.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. Is there objection to the modi-
fication? The Chair hears none. The question now is on the
amendment of the committee to paragraph 1111 as modified.

Mr. LENROOT, Mr, President, I desire to give notice that I
shall reserve for a separate vote in the Senate the committee
amendment to paragraph 1109.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, I omitted to
state when I was on my feet that the duties in paragraph 1111,
as originally reported by the committee, were even higher than
those of the Payne-Aldrich law, and I think they are as high now,
even as the amendment has been modified by the Senator from
Utah, I ask for the yeas and nays on the adoption of the com-
mittee amendment.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The guestion is on agreeing to
the amendment reported by the committee as modified, on which
the Senator from Massachusetts asks for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr, SIMMONS. I ask that the amendment be stated.

Th PRESIDING OFFICER. The Secretary will again state
the paragraph as proposed to be amended.

The reading clerk again stated the amendment. :

. The PRESIDING OFFICER. The question is on agreeing to
the amendment reported by the committee as modified. The
Secretary will call the roll

The reading clerk proceeded to eall the roll.

Mr. McCUMBER (when his name was called). Transfer-
ring my pair as on the previous vote, I vote “ yea”

Mr. ROBINSON (when his name was called), Transferring
my pair with the Senator from West Virginia [Mr. SurHER-
LaNp] to the Senator from Missouri [Mr. Reen], I vote
a“ nﬁ,y."

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). I transfer
my pair with the Senator from South Carolina [Mr, SmrTH]
to the Senator from Pennsylvania [Mr. Pepper] and will vote.
I vote “ yea.”

Mr. WATSON of Georgila (when his name was called). I
have a general pair with the Senater from California [Mr,
JoansoN] and therefore withhold my vote. If the Senator
from California were present, he would vote “yea™ on this
question, and I would vote “ nay.”

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). I am paired for
the day with my colleague, the senior Senater from Ohio
[Mr. PomerenE], who is absent. I transfer that pair to the
Jjunior Senator from Washington [Mr. Poispexter] and will
vote, I vote * yea.”

The roll call was concluded.

Mr. DIAL. T have a pair with the Senator from Michigan
[Mr. Townsenn]. I transfer that pair to the Senator from
Rhbode Island [Mr. Geery] and will vote. I vote “nay.”

Mr. HARRIS. Making the same announcement as before as
to my pair, I vote “nay.”

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. The Senator from Ohio
[Mr. PoxEreNE] is absent from the Senate to-day. If present,
he would vote “mnay.”

Mr. OURTIS. 1 have been requested to announce the fol-
lowing pairs:

The Senator from Delaware [Mr. Barr] with the Senator
from Florida [Mr. FLETCHER] ;

The Senator from Vermont [Mr. DinnineHEAM] with the Sen-
ator from Virginia [Mr. Grass];

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. Epar] with the Senator
from Oklahoma [Mr. OweN];

The Senator from West Virginla [Mr. Ergins] with the
Senator from Mississippi [AMr. Hazrisox]; 1
The Senator from Maine [Mr, Harr] with the Senator from

‘Tennessee [Mr. SEIELDS] ;

The Senator from California [Mr, JornsoN] with the Sen-
ator from Georgia [Mr. WaATsoN] ;

The Senator from Indiana [Mr. Warsgon] with the Senator
from Mississippi [Mr. WirLrans]; and

The Senator from New Jersey [Mr. FRELINGHUYSEN] with
the Senator from Montana [Mr. Warsa].

The result was announced—yeas 33, nays 18, as follows:

YEAS—33.
Borah Eellogg Moses Bpencer
Brandegee Kendrick Nelson Smﬁeld
Bronssard Keyes Newberry Sterling
Bursum Lenroot Nicholson Wadsworth
Capper I.od,g:m Norbeck arren
Cumming MeCumber Oddie illis
Curtis McKinley
Goodin MeLean Ransdell
Jones, Wash, M¢Nary Bmoot

NAYS-—16.
Ashurst Harris Robinson Bwanson
Caraway Hetiin Sheppard Trammell
Culberson Myers Simmons Underwood
Dial Overman Htanley ‘Walsh, Mass,

NOT VOTING—4T.

Ball France La Follette Reed
Calder Frelloghuysen MeCormick SBhields
Cameron Gerry McKellar Shortri
Colt Glags New = Smith
Crow Hale Norris Butherland
Dillingham Harreld Owen Townsend
du Pont Harrison Page ‘Walsh, Mont.
Hiﬁe Hitcheock Pepper Watson, Ga,
Elkins Johnson Pittman Watson, Ind.
Ernst Jones, N. Mex. Poindexter Weller
Fernald mnﬁ Pomerene Willams
Fletcher Lad Rawson

So the amendment of the committee as modified was
agreed to, - ; .

The PRESIDING OFFICER (Mr. Seexcer in the chait),
The next amendment of the committee will be stated.

The next amendment was, on page 147, after line 1B, ro
strike out:

Par. 1112. Blankets, wholly or in part of wool, not exeeeding 3
Eﬂ"iﬁ in length, plain woven, with not more than one color in warp or
ling, and not advanced beyond weaving any process of finishin

valued at not more than 75 cents per pound, 20 cents per pound a

in addition thereto, 20 per cent ad valorem; valued at more than
cents but not more than £1.50 oand, 25 cents g)er pound and, in
addition thereto, 20 per cent ad valorem: valued at more than $1.50
per pound, 30 cevts per pound and, in addition thereto, 20 per cent ad
valorem.

And in lieu thereof to insert:

Par. 1112. Blankets and simflar articles, including carringe and
automobile robes and steamer rugs, made of blanketing, wholly or in
chief value of wool, not exceeding 8 yards in length, valued at not
more than 50 cents per pound, 20 cents per pound and 30 per cent ad
valorem ; valued at more than 50 ecents but not more n $1 per
pound, 8'0 cents per pound and 323 cent ad wvalorem; valuned at
more than $1 but net mwore than $1.5 rer pound, 33 cents per pound
and 85 per cent ad valorem: valued at more than $1.50 per pound,
40 cents per pound and 40 per eent ad valorem,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Mr, President, in the case of
blankets the protective rates are practically the same as those
in the Payne-Aldrich law, but on account of the change in the
raw-wool rate the compensatory rates are higher. This, of
course, means that the total duty levied upon blankets is higher
than ever before. It also means that the consumers will have
to pay more for blankets than ever before,

As T said in the ease of the last paragraph, I am not going to
take the time of the Senate to discuss the prineciples that T
attempted to outline yesterday in the debate on woolen manu-
factures. I simply want to call attention to the fact that in
the case of blankets, unlike most of these woolen manufac-
tures, we export more than we import. We have a fair ex-
port business in blankets and the imports are negligible. If
the domestic industry was not troubled by eompeiition from
imports under total duties of 35 per cent, why is there need of
these high duties of 40 cents per pound of wool plus 40 per cent
ad valorem? I ean only reiterate what I have said before, that
I am unable to find any information which justifies the levying
of these duties and the consequent result that will follow, that
the price of blankets will be higher than ever before to the
American consumer,

Mr. SMOOT, Mr. President, T simply want to say that the
equivalent ad valorem in this bill is very much less than it-
was in the Payne-Aldrich law, but the Senator’s statement as
to the compensatory duty is about correct, although in the first
braeket in this bill the rate is 20 cents and 30 per cent, and in
the Payne-Aldrich law it was 22 and 30.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What does the Senator say
the protective duty was in the Payne-Aldrich law?
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Mr. SMOOT. The first bracket in the Payne-Aldrich Act
was 22 cents a pound and 80 per cent ad valorem.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. That is the same as it 1s
here.

Mr. SMOOT. No; it is 20 cents a pound here.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. And 30 per cent protective
duty.

Mr. SMOOT. Yes.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts. I said that the protective
duty was the same and the compensatory duty was higher, by
reason of the higher duty upon raw wool.

AMr. SMOOT. That is as I understood the Senator; but I
call attention to the fact that even with higher wool in the
present bill the compensatory duty on the first bracket of
blankets is 20 cents, and in the Payme-Aldrich bill it was 22
cents; so it is lower there.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Slightly lower; very slightly.

Mr. SMOOT. The next bracket is 80 cents, and under the
Payne-Aldrich law was 33 cents.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. What was the protective duty
in the second bracket of the Payne-Aldrich law?

Mr. SMOOT. Forty per cent.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. In the second?

Mr. SMOOT. In the second bracket, and in this bracket it
is 82} per cent,

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. My statement has been chal-
lenged, and I am going to state what I find it to be.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not do it in a spirit of eriticism at all.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Oh, no; I understand; but
the Senator says that the rates named here are less than those
in the Payne-Aldrich law,

Mr. SMOOT. The equivalent ad valorems.

Mr, WALSH of Massachusetts, The highest bracket in the
Payne-Aldrich law has a compensatory duty of 383 cents and a
protective duty of 40 per cent. The highest bracket in this
amendment has a compensatory duty of 40 cents, as against 33
cents in the Payne-Aldrich law, and a protective duty of 40
per cent, as against the 40 per cent in the Payne-Aldrich law.
Of course, the highest bracket is the most important bracket,
because it refers to the blankets that have the most wool in
them,

My, SMOOT, I intended to go through each bracket and show
just what the changes were. I began with the first two brackets,
and, of course, they happen to be lower.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. I think the Senator, in fair-
ness, ought to state that the rates are very, very close to, if not
identical with, the rates in the Payne-Aldrich law.

Mr, SMOOT, With the exception of the equivalent ad valorem
of both of them, and in that case it is because of the lower price
of blankets at the time they were made. I want to say to the
Senator that I have not made any statement on the floor that I
do not believe ig fair, I do not try to dedge a question in any
way, shape, or form. I admit that the compensatory duoty in
the last bracket is 35 cents instead of 33, but the Senator knows
the reason for that, and he has stated frankly the reason why
that was. We have not given the amount in the lower brackets
because I know that at those prices it would be largely wool
waste, and therefore I am only taking wool waste into consid-
eration here in giving compensatory duties, and the Payne-
Aldrich act does net take that into consideration as far as
we did.

Mr. WALSH of Massachusetts. Of course, we are agreed
that there was no compensatory duty under the Underwood
law, and merely a protective duty of 25 per cent. It is now
proposed that there should be a compensatory duty of 40 cents
per pound and a protective duty of 40 per cemt in the highest
bracket, against the Underwood duty of only 25 per cent.

Mr, SMOOT. But the Senator will remember that in the
Payne-Aldrich law carriage and automobile robes carried a
duty of 35 per cent, and we have put them all together here,
and they are all carrying the same rate of duty, namely, 40 per
cent, So, as far as the carriage and automobile robes are con-
cerned, there is only 5 per cent difference between the existing
law and this, and there is the other difference of 10 per cent
more on the hlankets—the protective rate on the blankets,

Mr., WALSH of Massachusetts. On this amendment I ask
for the yeas and nays.

The yeas and nays were ordered.

Mr. LENROOT. Mr. President, I think this is probably the
only remaining paragraph I wish to comment upon, but I do
want to say a word about this paragraph.

I would like to ask the Senator from Utah what reasons
actuated the committee in increasing the present rate, so far as
the proft.eetlon is concerned. I say nothing about the compensa-
tory rate.

Mr, SMOOT. We had the Tariff Commission make a thor-
ough Investigation in June of 1922, and they took samples at
that time from the Sanferd Mills, of Sanford, Me.; W. F. Lib-
bey Co., of Lewiston, Me.; Stroock Plush Co., of Newburgh,
N. Y.; Orr Felt & Blanket Co., of Piqua, Ohio. I do mot want
to identify the costs of each one of these, but I am giving the
names of the mills, and I want the Senator to understand, if I
give any comparison, that I am not going to say which mill
the figzures refer to, because that would be unfair to the mills,
I am going to give the names of the mills to show simply how
thorough this investizgation was in June of this year.

There is also Shuler & Benninghofen, of Hamilton, Ohio;
Beckman Co., of OCleveland, Ohio; Colonial Woolen Mills,
Cleveland, Ohio; Portland Woolen Mills, Portland, Oreg.; Co-
lnmbia Mills, Lewiston, Me. That is a fair selection of all of
the blanket mills in the United States and in all sections of
the country.

The articles which were taken were bed blankets, steamer
rugs, and auto robes. In their report to the committee the
commission gave a description of every one of these samples.
For instance, we will take camel's-hair noils. They gave the
percentage of the noils used in the blankets and the percentage
of the wool, then the weight of the cotton warp, if it were a
cotton warp, and if it were a wool warp they gave the amount
of wool, and also the noils used in that wool. Then they took
three types of blankets, called the highest and the lowest, and
what they termed the bulk sale of the blankets: that is, the
lowest cost, the highest cost, and the cost of the bulk of the
blankets which went into the trade. Then they gave the sell-
ing price per pound, and each one of these is them converted
into the eguivalent ad valorem which would be necessary in
order to protect the blankets,

Mr, LENROOT. Did the Senator say they gave the cost?

Mr. SMOOT. They gave the percentage of conversion cost
in each case,

Mr. LENROOT, What was that percentage?

Mr. SMOOT. In stating this I am not going to give the
name of the mill.

i?&r. LENROOT. I do not want the Senator to name the
mills,

Mr. SMOOT. I am not going to read the percentages in the
same way I read the names of the mills, but in this first one
to which I shall refer on the bulk of the goods sold it was
898 per cent. That is the only one we had of that kind.
Then I will take another one. It showed 49.4 per cent on the
high and 35.4 per ¢ent on the low.

Mr. LENROOT, Will the Senator give me those figures
again?

Mr. SMOOT. Forty-nine and four-tenths per cent on the
high and 35.4 on the low, and on the bulk of the goods it was
42,8 per cent.

On the next one it was T1 per cent on the high, 62 per cent
on the low, and 63} on the bulk. Then I take another one. On
the high it was 73 per cent, on the low 67 per cent, and they
do not give the conversion cost on the bulk. Another one shows
82 per cent on the high, 60 per cent on the low, and 67 per
cent on the bulk.

Mr. LENROOT. Where the conversion cost is 82 per cent,
what kind of material was used?

Mr. SMOOT. That was an auto robe, and it would be a
pretty good auto robe. I will say to the Senator that in that
parii‘i;ular case the cost price was running about a doliar a
pound. .

Mr., LENROOT. Is that on the material or the finished
product?

Mr. SMOOT. That is the finished product. I will run
through this quickly. They run 72, 73, 63, 51, 64, 82, 80, 81, 44,
50, and 54, There is no need of giving any others, because
that is a fair sample of what the report shows.

Mr. LENROOT. Take the case of the auto robe. Does
the Senator mean to say that the material in that represented
but 18 per cent?

Mr. SMOOT. ' The conversion cost was 82 per cent and——

Mr. LENROOT. The material would represent only 18
per cent, then.

Mr. SMOOT. We know the conversion cost in the case of
that particular article; we know that the cost-of that was $1
gnd the great bulk of it must have been cotton. They used a
cotton warp and most cotton in the filling, or approximately that.
That could not be done in the case of cloth, but in a blanket
it could be. In fact, they made cotton blankets which were
gigged so that a few feet off you could hardly tell them from
wool.

Mr. LENROOT. Did the Tariff Commission give the exports
of the mills or say what they did with the products?
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Mr. SMOOT. They have not made that report. !

Mr. LENROOT. Upon the matter of blankets the information
which the Senator has given us would be valuable provided we
had comparable conversion costs of foreign manufacturers,
and provided we had the figures of imports which had a bearing
upon the question. Very hastily figuring this, with an average
of 42 per cent conversion cost, it seems to me these rates will
cover, not the difference in conversion cost but will equal the
entire American conversion cost in a great many cases. It is
bound to be so, from the figures the Senator has given.

What are the facts with reference to what the Tariff Com-
mission reports as to these blankets, as to imports, exports, and
production? The imports are absolutely negligible. The im-
ports of blankets in 1920 were valued at only $40,000; in 1921,
for nine months, they were valued at $48,000. The exports of
blankets in 1920 amounted to $1,257,000, as against imports of
$40,000.

Mr. SMOOT, There is an explanation for that.

Mr, LENROOT. I would like to have it.

Mr. SMOOT, I want to give it to the Senator and to the
Senate. A considerable part of the blankets exported in 1920
went to Russia. Senators know that in that year everybody
was fighting for goods. That was the year of peak prices. It
was a question of securing goods, not what the price was. That
is the reason that shows the exportations of that year so high.

Mr. LENROOT. The Tariff Commission states that in 1918
about 80 per cent of the expbrts weni to Italy. I can well
understand that. That was immediately following the war.
In 1919 about one-half went to France and Austriz. In 1920

about one-half went to Russia and Asia, a considerable part tol

Mexico. Turkey, and Poland.

Mr. SMOOT. I do not care to go into details of the Poland
purchases of that year.

Mr. WATSON of Georgia. Mr. President, will the Senator
from Wisconsin state the date of the shipment to Poland?

Mr. LENROOT. The Tariff Commission does not report it,
except as 1920,

Mr. SMOOT. That was the year they were looking for goods
all over the world, and they could not get them in sufficient
quantities anywhere.

Mr. LENROOT. But the important point after all, Mr. Presi-
dent, is not the amount of our exports, although that has a
bearing. The important factor is, are we importing in great
quantities under the present tariff rate of 25 per cent ad valo-
rem? We are not. We have not been at any time. The Tariff
Commission reports that despite a distinet lowering of duty in
1913 the imports immediately thereafter increased only slightly.

Now, Mr. President, I submit that there has not been any
showing made for the increase that is proposed by the com-
mittee upon this article of universal use. The Senator from
Utah has given the conversion cost of the American mill. That
has no bearing on it unless we have other costs with which to
make comparisons, and also unless we have imports coming in
to bear out the difference in conversion cost, if there be such
difference. The House rate, I am frank to say, I think is
too low.

I am going to propose an amendment. I move to amend in
line 8 by striking out the numeral “30" and inserting the
. numeral “25,” in line 10 by striking out the numeral “323"
and inserting “ 30,” and in line 13 by striking out the numeral
“40” and inserting the numeral “35” I present it as one
amendment, so that there may be one vote on all three.

The PRESIDING OFFICER. It will be so ordered. The
Secretary will state the amendment to the amendment.

The AssISTANT SECRETARY. On page 148, in line 8, strike out
“30” and insert “25”; in line 10 strike out *“ 323 ” and insert
“307; and in line 18 strike out the numeral “40"” where it
occurs the second time and insert “35,” so as to make the
paragraph read:

FREE PUBLIC

T'ar, 1112. Blankets and similar articles, ineluding carringe and anto-
mobile robes and steamer rugs, made of blanketing, wholly or in chief
value of wool, not exceeding 3 yards in length, valued at not more than

cents per pound, 20 cents per pound and 25 per cent ad valorem ;
valued at more than 50 cents but not more than $1 per pound, 30 cents
per pound and 30 per cent ad valorem : valued at more than $1 but net
more than $1.50 {}ur pound, 33 cents per pound and 35 per cent ad
valorem ; valued at more than §$1.50 per pound, 40 cents per pound and
33 per cent ad valorenr,

Mr. LENROOT. T ask for the yeas and nays or agreeing to
my amendment to the amendment of the committee,

The yeas and nays were ordered, and the Assistant Secretary
proceeded to call the roll.

Mr. McOUMBER (when his name was called). Transferring
my pair as on the last vote, I vote * nay.”

Mr. STERLING (when his name was called). On this vote I
understand that my pair, the Senator from South Carolina [Mr.
SMITH], if present, would vote as I intend to vote. I therefore
vote. I vote “yea.”

Mr. TRAMMELL (when his name was called). I transfer
my pair with the senior Senator from Rhede Isiand [Mr.
Cort] to the senior Senator from Texas [Mr. CurLersox], and
vote * yea.”

Mr. WILLIS (when his name was called). I transfer my
pair with my colleague, the senior Senator from Ohio [Mr,
PoMERENE], to the junior Senator from Washington [Mr. PoIxs-
DEXTER], and vote “ nay.”

The roll call having bheen concluded,

Mr. DIAL. Making the same announcement as to my pair and
transfer as on the previous ballot, I vote * yea.”

Mr. HARRIS. Making the same announcement as to my pair
and its transfer, I vote “yea.”

Mr. NEW. Making the same announcement as on the previous
vote with reference to my pair and its transfer, I vote “ yea.”

The roll call resulted—yeas 22, nays 23, as follows:

YEAB—23,
Ashurst Heflin Overman Trammell
Capper Jones, Wash. Sheppard Underwood
Caraway Kellogg Simmons Wadsworth
Cummins Lenroot Stanley Walsh, Mass.
Dial Myers Sterling
Harris Norbeck Swanson

NAYS—23.
Brandegee Kendrick McNa Smoot
Broussard Keyes Mosesry Bpencer
Bursum Lodge New Stanfield
Curtis MceCumber Newberry Warren
Ernst M¢Kinley Oddie Willis
Gooding MecLean Phipps

NOT VOTING—51.

Ball France MeCormick Reed
Borah Frelinghuysen McKellar Robinson
Calder Gerry Nelson Shields
Cameron Glass Nicholson Shortridge
Colt Hale Norris Smith
Crow Harrelg Owen Sutherland
Culberson Harrison Page Townsend
Dillingham Hitcheock & Pepper Walsh, Mont.
du Pont Johnson Pittman Watson, Ga.
Edge Jones, N, Mex, Poindexter Watson, Ind,
Elkins Kin Pomerene Weller
Fernald Lad Ransdell Williams
Fletcher La Follette Rawson

The PRESIDING OFFICER. A quornm of the Senate not
having voted, the Secretary will call the roll.

Mr. McCUMBER. I know that is the usual program in such
cases, but I think it would be almost useless to spend heurs
here in attempting to secure and to maintain a quorum this
afternoon. That being the case, I move that the Senate now
take a recess, the recess being in accordance with the unani-
mous-consent agreement entered into earlier to-day, until Mon-
day next at 11 o’clock a, m.

The motion was agreed to; and (at 3 o’clock and 15 minutes
p. m.) the Senate, under the order previously made, took a
recess until Monday, July 31, 1922, at 11 o’clock a. m.

13RARY

. NEW CASTLE, PA.
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